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Mr. CLARKE. I suspect that, ‘¢ the mails do 
pot lie there, they lie over somewhere else. Allow 
me to say to my friend from Florida that there is no 
authority in the Post Office Department, or the 
agents of that department, to deliver the mail to 
any other person than those authorized to receive 
jt, and carry it from Panama to San Franciseo, | 
and thence to Oregon. There is no such authority, 
and it is idle to talk of it. There are two lines of | 
transient vessels running from Panama to San | 
Francisco; but these lines are not connected with | 
the mail service. There is no line connected with | 
the mail service of the United States, except that | 
of Howland & Aspinwall. The contract was made | 
with Howland & Aspinwall. They were to build 
three steamers of certain dimensions, and they 
were to carry the mail monthly, which it was then | 
supposed would be sufficient for the young and 
rising State of California. When this contract 
was entered into there were not more than thirty 
or forty thousand people in California. There are 
now in the State of California two hundred thousand 
people, mostly emigrants from the United Statés. 
They have all their connections here, and have an | 
immense correspondence. Owing to the want of | 
mail facilities, they do not know that they have 
been admitted into the Union as a State and that 
their Senators are seated upon this floor. Is that 
State that is furnishing to you her rich minerals to 
be debarred from the mail facilities which are 
granted to every other State inthe Union? [trust 
not 

The line upon this side has, under a contract 
with the Government, carried the mail to Chagres, 
and beyond that it has been transported to Panama. 
Why should it remain at Panama two weeks, un- 
til the contractors take it to San Francisco? There 
is no propriety in it at all. And I insist upon it, 
with my friend from California, that the people of 
California have a right to this increased mail syr- 
vice. The proposition introduced by the Senator 
from Texas is to allow the proper department to 
make a contract for an increase of service in the 
conveyance of the mail: Of course, it is to be al- 
lowed to the present contractor to do this increased 
service. It is right that the mai! should be carried 
twice a month from Panama to San Francisco, 

It has been suggested that no amendments should 
be made to the bill, or it will be lost. I think 
amendments will be made. If the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as a codrdinate branch of this Gov- 
ernment, choose to say to us that the bill will be 
lost if we amend it, then I say let it be lost. 
_ Lam convinced that this increased mail service 
Is necessary to the people of California. I can, 
therefore, see no objection to the amendment. 





has not been the subject of a regular debate. 


u 


sition, 


being against this scheme of policy at all. 
cautiously taken care to declare that my mind is 


aright manuer. 


and when | speak thus, | do not intend to speak 





Mr. FOOTE. I wish to be understood as not | 
at all opposed to this particular scheme of appro- | 
priation. It is a subject that | have not thoroughly 
examined, for one, but of the importance of which 
Lan perfectly aware. It isa subject which I in- | 
tend to examine maturely before final action upon | 


ant, involving so large an expenditure of the pub- 
lic money, should be urged upon us so dnseason- 
ably, and in a manner so earnest as almost to 
amount to dictation. 

Mr. RUSK. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to explain? Some six months ago this subject 
was before the Congress of the United States, by 
@ bill which I introduced, after consultation with 
the department. In the first place, it was brought 





to our notice early in the session by an honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wessrer,] 
who is no longer a member of this body. He 
presented various memorials on the subject. Since 
that time I have often endeavored to get the bill 
up, but cbuld never do it. I, therefore, offered 
this amendment, which was furnished me by the 


Post 0 eee 
Mr. hoor I have heard the explanation of 


my friend with pleasure, but | was aware of those 
facts before. I was aware that the proposition was 
hot strictly a new one; but the honorable Senator 
from Texas will not deny that it is a proposition 
which has not received the deliberate consideration 
of the Senate of the United States. lt has not 
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been the subject of formal examination here. Ie | were perfectly right in their opposition—right in 
It || all their predictions as to the evil consequences 
has not been the subject of a free interchange of || likely to result, because now that California ie in 
thought and idea. | say, therefore, that the propo- || the 
sition is practically a new one. 
us most unseasonably. 
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nion, it seems that every project that has the 


lt is sprang upon || least connection with California is to be sanctioned 
It is brought upon us, in || and approved, and no opposition, however reason- 
my judgment, indiscreetly. And it is so urged |} able and prudential it may be, is to be allowed. 
pon us, I repeat again, as almost to amount to || And why? 
dictation on the part of the friends of the propo- || Union. She isa State, She has rights. She has 
| honor. 


Because California is a State of this 


I contravene neither; I call in question 


This amendment will involve an enormous ap- || neither; but there are other States of this Union 


Cer- | 


I will notgo || 


I wiil say again that | am not to be understood as || 
I have ] 
i} 


not made up to vote against this proposition when | 
it shall be brought forward at the right time and in 
Such, | understand, is also the | 
position of those gentlemen who concur with me || 
iN Opposing the adoption of this amendment at the 
present moment, But I object to hasty legislation 
upon such a subject as this. | object, at this late 
period of the session, to legislation involving so 
large an amount of the public money. 
time, when it cannot be maturely considered. 
Sir, | have a little experience on this subject; | 


as an egotist, still less in a spirit of decrial of any 

one, especially of this enterprising company whose | 
friends upon this floor seem to feel so deep an in- || 
terest in the present proposition. It is but a little 
more than two years since a proposition was 
breught forward to give this same company the || 
privilege of constructing a railroad across the Isth- 
mus of Panama on which to transport the mail. 
That proposition involved several millions of dol- 
lars. it was brought forward in the middle of a || 


session, and was urged upon us warmly, earn- || 


estly, and almost dictatorially. We were told 
then that no delay ought to take place; that the || 
Senate of the United States ought not to hesitate a | 
moment. | had the honor then, in connection 
with the honorable Senator from Louisiana and 
other Senators, to oppose that proposition; and we 
80 opposed it, thanks be to Heaven, that we de- 
feated it, and saved the Government several mil- 
lions of dollars. ‘hen it was said that it was an 
outrageous thing to interfere with that proposition; 
that it was unpardonable to oppose it; that there 





was no time to wait; that no delay should be al- || 


lowed. But we did interpose obstacles, and we | 
finally defeated the project; and | never congratu- | 
lated myself more on any part of my legislative 


that occasion. = 
And now, sir, it is urged upon us that we must 


It is || ury. 


| business. 
| Union, but she is a great State. 


| mark or two. 


propriation. ‘The proposition is one of a some- || which also have an interest in the National Treas- 
what complex character in several respects. 
part of a great scheme of policy but recently || which is urged upon us now? 
adopted and not yet thoroughly digested, which || shall again assemble in this Chamber, when we 
may hereafter prove exceedingly beneficial, or 
which may prove exceedingly mischievous. 
tain it is that the steam service, of which | have 

been, to a certain extent, a supporter, has already | 
manifested a disposition to ramity and extend itself 

in various modes, and in such a manner as to do || ernment would be defeated by it. 
the deepest mischief to this country. 
into particulars, but we must all be aware of it 


What is the necessity for this hot hasre 
In sixty days we 


| can maturely consider this subject. 


A few words more and ft have done. I have 


| cautiously avoided debate here for some time past, 


I have urged honorable gentlemen not to indulge 
in discussion, because | saw that the ends of Gov- 
It was only 
because I conceived it necessary for some gentle- 
men to protest against the course that is sow 
urged upon us, that | have taken up the time of 
this body on the present oceasion. 

We had some little admonition this morning as 


| to the danger of hasty legislation in regard te Cal- 
| ifornia matters. 
| [ say it with due consideratian of the matter and 


Nevertheless, | say deliberately, 


the consequences connected with the declaration, 


| that if the views which were expresaed in certain 


quarters this mornmiog, in regard to a portion of 
the legislation which has been urged upon us for 


| California, should be adopted in the same hasty 
I object to | 
legislation involving such important results at this || 


manner in which it is proposed to give our sanc- 
tion to the present proposition, the admission of 


|| California would be productive of mors detriment 


to the Republic, and in my opinion be fraught with 


| more real dishonor to the nation, than any event 


that has ever occurred in the historic annals of the 
country. 

Sir, we must be cautious about this California 
Not only is California « State of the 
Her resources 

They are of 


are large. Her interests are vast. 


| vast importance to herself and to the country at 


large. In dealing with them we must act cau- 
tiously, circumspectly, and vigilantly; and per- 
mit no man or set of men to urge us hastily and 
indiscreetly into the adoption of any legislation 
for which hereafter we may have reason to repent 
in sackcloth and ashes. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I want to make but a re- 
Time is precious. It is an im- 
portant ingredient to legislation. With the best 
feeling between the two Houses that ever existed 
between any two legislative bodies, with the most 
perfect determination to agree, with a perfect sym- 


|| pathy between them upon the subjects that are to 
| come before them, they will have no time to spare in 


the disposition of subjects that are of the utmost 
importance. Hence the Committee on Finance 
hardly thought it worth while to make even trivial 
amendments to the bill, because they feared that 


| the consideration of them would cause the ne- 
action than on that, humbie as my part was upon || 


| 
i 
adopt this proposition, because California is al) 


State of this Union, 


Sir, she has become a Siate || 


of this Union; and being a State of this Union, she || 
has rights. | opposed her admission, but | opposed | 
it upon principle, and ina spirit of kindness and | 


respect for the rights of the people of California. 
| have never questioned her rights upon this floor. 
I have delighted to codperate with those who repre- | 
sent her here, in every reasonable scheme for the | 
advancement ofher prosperity. Butl cannot under- 
stand why it is that gentlemen urge that because | 
California is a State, she should be allowed to bank- 
rupt the Treasury of the United States. Gentlemen | 
much more opposed to the admission of California 
than | have been, have u that her admission 
would tend to destroy the ublic. Certain gen- 
tlemen here seem exceedingly anxious to verify 
this prediction, and to show that those who most 


strenuously opposed the admission of California | 


| ommendation of the Finance Committee. 


glect of more important interests. If more import- 
ant amendments are to be made, in relation to 
which a conflict might arise between the two 
Houses, they feared that the bill would be lat; 
and they therefore recommend that no amendment 
be made to the bill. I now, however, hope that 
gentemen will propose amendmenis to their 
heart’s content, and not be displeased with the rec- 
Every 
Senator will take such a course as he thinks proper, 
and of course the Senate will dispose of the ques- 
tions as it may see fit. But I am about to make 
a motion, in which | hope the Senate will agree 
with me. 

I move to lay the bill on the table for the pres- 
ent, for the purpose of considering Executive busi- 
ness. The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and afier some time spent therein the doorg 
were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. Senate by the late Secretary of State, be withdrawn from _ 


Sarunpar, September 28, 1850. | 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the reading of || 
the Journa! whs dispensed with. | 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of W. | 
Morton, of the marine corps, praying that he may || 
be allowed certain arrearages; which was laid on 
the table. a | 

Ms. MASON moved that Robert Mayo have | 
leave to withdraw certain papers from the files. = 

The CHiAIR asked whether the papers were be- 
fore a committee, or whether an adverse report | 
had been made thereon ? 

Mr. MASON. I cannot say. ; 

The CHAIR suggested that the motion be with- 
held for the present. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, asked that the committee be discharged | 
from the farther consideration of the legislative 
business not acted upon. 

Mr. ATCHISON inquired if there was not a 
rule of the Senate transferring all the unfinished 
business tothe next session of Congress? 

Mr. HAMLIN replied that he was not aware of || 
any rule to meet the case. Formerly the commit- 
tees had been compelled to ask to be discharged. 

A Senaror, There isesuch a rule. 

Mr. HAMLIN thereupon withc'rew his motion. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whor had been referred House bill ma- || 
king appropriations for the support of the army |) 
for the year ending June 30, 1851, reported the 
same back without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce, to whom had been referred i 
the memorial and papers of John McColgan, asked | 
to be discharged from the further consideration | 
of the sanie. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- | 
ing, reported the following joint resolution: Hi 

& Resolved by the Senate, ¥c., That the Secretary of the 1] 
Senate, and the Clerk of the House, and the clerk of the | 
Joint Committee on Printing, jointly, be, and they hereby | 
are, authorized aud empowered to examine, audit, and pass | 
upon all accounts jor printing, to make a pro rata reduction 
in the compensation allowed, or to refuse the work altogeth- 


er, should it be inferjor to the standard, and in all things to 
possess the same power over the public printing as is con- 


1} 


olution npproved August 3, 1846: Provided, That the authori- 
iy hereby conferred shall only be exercised during the recess 
of Cougress, and shall cease at the commencement of the | 


| 
| 
: | 
ferred upon the Joint Committee on Printing by the joint res- | 
| 
. | 
next session of Congress.” | 


| 


The joint resolution, by unanimous consent, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; it was then 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Subsequently, Mr. HAMLIN introduced the | 
foliowing resolution; which was considered and | 
agreed to: 


“ Resolved, That the 16th joint rule of the two Houses be 
suspeoded during the present session, so far as relates to the 
joint resolution relating to the public printing.” 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate request the | 
concurrence of the House of Representatives therein. | 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMERS. | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com. | 
mittee on Commerce, to whom had been referred | 
the bill from the House (No. 386) entitled “An || 
act to provide for the better security of the lives of || 
passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole | 
or4n part by steam,”’ reported back the same. 

fir. D. stated that the bill would require some 
amendments; and as ke had found there would be | 
no objection to it, and as there, was no time now 
for discussion upon it, he thought it would be the | 
better way to return it to the Senate and have it | 
recommiited, if necessary, at the next session. He 
would, therefore, report it now, and let it go upon 
the calendar, to come up at the next session. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked that the amendments be || 
printed. 
Mr. DAVIS stafed that no amendments were 
reported. 





RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tior.; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, Sud agreed to: 

Resoived, ‘Thal the manuscript entitied A Com ve 


View of the Principat Independent Maritime Countries of the 
Eas, by Aaron &. Palmer, which was communicated to the | 
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| House was agreed to. 


| now read. 


\ 


/o 
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the files of the Senate and returned to the Department of 
Suite. 


Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary pay to Owen Connolly the 


|| stiue Amount of salary as was allowed him by a resolution 


of the Benate on the 15th March last, and to continue trom 
that time during the disatnhity of said Connolly, whose in- 


juties incurred in the discharge of his duties as one of the 


police ot the Capitol of the United States leave him unabie 
0 obtain a livelihood by any laborious.employmeut. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, 


Ordered, That the said resolution be referred to the Com- | 
| mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Senate. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS, 
The Clerk of the House of Representatives re- 
turned to the Senate the bill making appropria- 
uons for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government, for the year ending June 30th, 1851, 
with the announcement that the Flouse had agreed 
to some and disagreed to other of the Senate 
amendments. (See report of House of Represent- 


| alives, 


Mr. DICKINSON. I move that the’Senate in- 
sist upon its amendments, The bill will then go 


|| back to the House, and a committee of conference |) 


can be appointed then. 
Mr. HAMLIN. lask the Senator from New 


. 


York first to allow me to make a motion to concur 


inan amendment which has been made, appro- 


|| priating some three thousand dollars for the repair 
| of a custom-house in Portland, Maine. 
| adopted in the Senate, and in the Flouse an amend- 

ment was made, increasing the appropriation one | 


It was 


cent. The reason was, it bad assumed such a 


shape that it could not be brought before the | 
House so as to allow an explanation without an | 


amendment. ‘The amendment was therefore moved, 


increasing the appropriation one cent, and then | 


the House concurred in the amendment. 
The motion to concur in the amendment of the 


Mr. DICKINSON. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


we cannot ai once recede, and paas the bill, and 
be content with it as it is. 

Mr. DICKINSON, 
portunity of knowing more than has been just 
The bill was unfinished in the House 


ull after midaight last night. But‘on consultation 


with members of the cémmittee it has been con- i 
cluded that it would take less time to disagree with | 
| the amendments of the House than for them to 
||} examine it; and they have recommended that | 
| course. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought the amend- 


| ments had been examined, and, if so, it would be | 
| better to concur in everything the House has | 
| done, if we could. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 


|| insist upon the amendments of the Senate, aud it 


was agreed to. 
THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service of the United 
States for the year ending June 30, 1851: 


The question pending was on the following | 
amendment, proposed on the preceding evening, | 


by Mr. Rusk, viz: 
«** Be it enacted, §c., That there shall he appointed by the 


at San Francisco, and receive 4 salary of —— per annum. 
He shail exercise and perfurm within California and Uregon 
ailthe powers and duties by law vested in the Postmaster 


| General, so far as the same shall be assigned to him by the 


Postmaster General, subject to his supervision, direction, and 


} instructions ; and shall make, of his proceedings, and of the 


condition of the post offices and mail service within his 
juri-diction, such reports a3 the Postmaster General shall di- 


| rect, and employ such number of clerks, and at such salary, 


as the Postmaster General shall allow. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, There shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, with the consent of the Senate, a 
post office auditor for California and Oregon, who shall re- 


|| side at San Francisco, and receive a salary of —— dollars 
| per annum. 


It shall be his duty to audit and settle, accord- 
ing to taw, all claims and accounts of postinasters with the 
Po-t Office Department, arising or necruing in California or 


and accounts, and such other duties as shall be ned to 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury, (or Gen- 
erul,) in the same manner that the Auditor of the Treasury 


I now move, as a matter | 
of form, that we insist on the other amendments. || 
I wish the chairman of || 
the Committee would state, if he can, how many | 
_amendments the House has made and how many 
of our amendments the House has rejected; and | 
whether chey are of so important a character that | 


The chairman has no op- || 


President, with the consentof the Senate, a deputy Post- | 
| waster General for California and Oregon, who shall reside 


regon, and to perform all duties.in regard to said claims | 
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for the Post Office Department is now required to a 
| like duties, and to tranemitto said department, uhdoeean 
H the auditor thereof, a quarterly statement, exhibiting the 
| amount of its revenues derived from postages collected | 
|, Calitorvia and Oregon, and the amount of its €xpenditur 
|, therein for each of the following objects, namety ; Cen. 
|, pensation to postmastera; transportation of the miaite; chip, 
H steamboat, and way letters; wrapping paper ; office furni- 
ture; advertising; mail bags; blanks; mail locks, keys 
and stamps; mail depredations and special agents ; clerks 
i for offices ; and miscellaneous; in order that the same ma 
| be carried to the credit and debit of the appropriation tor 
|| the service of the Post Office Department on the books of 
the auditor for said department; and said auditor may em- 
ploy such number of clerks at such salaries as the Secreia 
| of the Treasury shall allow. 7 
“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, The Postmaster Gen. 
|| eral may order the dead letters in the post offices in (aij. 
| fornia and Oregon to be returned to and opened ar Ban 
Francieco, instead of being sent to the General Post Office 
|| He may dispense with advertising proposals for carrying the 
|| mails in California and Oregon in the papers in the city of 
|| Washington, and he may allow to postmasters there a eom- 
\\ mission for their compensation not exceeding seventy-five 
|, per cent. on the amount of postage received at their respee- 
|| tive offices, instead of the amount now fixed by law, 
|| See. 4. wind be it further enacted, That it shall be the 


duty of the Secretary of the Navy, in addition to the mail 
service of once each mouth by him already contracted for 
under the fifth section of an act entitled * An act providing 
for the building and ¢quipment of four naval steamships 
approved March four, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, to 
| contract, on behalf of the United States, for the tansporta- 
| ion of the mails in steamships between Panama and San 
| Francisco, and the intermediate perts, another time each 
| month, each way, in such manner as to connect with the 
| mail arriving twice each month at Chagres, on the Atlantic 
| So as to make two mails each way to San Francisev.” ; 


To which Mr. Gwin had moved to add: 


| Provided, That the additional compensation shall be re- 
| duced to hall of the present rate, if the increase of the rey. 

enues on the route does not warrant the payment of the full 
|| amount in the estimation of the said oflicer.”’ 


Mr. DICKINSON. I cannot but repeat, what 
_ I have so often said, that we have no time to lose, 
and that | hope none will be lost unnecessarily, 
The amendments are important, | understand, and 
| will be controverted. € must press these bills 
| forward, if we mean to pass them; for | hope no 
one contemplates meeting to legislate to-morrow. 
It would be an outrage, in time of peace, and un- 
der the present condition of the country, to sit 
upon the Sabbath. I hope we shall finish these 
| bills this evening; and I will again say that hope 
no amendment whatever will be adopted. 

Mr. RUSK. I will suggest to the Senator from 
California that his amendment be so modified that 
| it shall not exceed half the weight, leaving no dis- 
|| eretion to the Postmaster General. 
| Mr. GWIN accepted the modification. 
| The question being then taken upon the amend- 
| ment to the amendment, it was rejécted—ayes 11, 
noes not counted, ~ 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
| moved by Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I have been called 
‘| upon from various parts of this chamber to with- 
draw this amendment, and at the same time from 
other parts of the chamber to insist upon it. Ifit 
was entirely under my control, as a matter of 
course I should yield when asked not to incumber 
the bill; but it was furnished to me by the Post 
| Office Department, who urge the necessity of pro- 
|| viding for this defect in the mail facilities ‘to Cali- 
| fornia. Noris California alone interested in this 
|| matter, but all who trade with her share in the in- 
| terest, I think the amendment is misunderstood. 
‘| The latter part ofit does not propose that there 
|| should be a new contract for the ordinary mail ser- 
|| viee, or anything of that description; but it author- 
izes the Postmaster General to contract with the 
parties now carrying the mail for the additional 
trips, according to the usual rates of allowance for 
| additional mail service. 

Mr. DAYTON, Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a single moment? I think it is 
|| perfectly evident that those gentlemen who voted 
|| against the amendment to the amendment will vole 
|| against the amendmentitself. J cannot vote for the 
proposition as it now stands, because I believe the 
will do this service for one half the amount. It 
seems to me it would be well to withdraw the 
‘| amendment. 

Mr. RUSK. After some observations made yes- 
terday evening, | think it is due to the Post Office 
Department to explain how this is done. At pres- 
ent there is a line under contract with the United 

_ States for carrying the mail to Panama and Cali- 
'| fornia; and it is to increase the service 
upon this line. It is not to establish a new line, 
ora and distinct mail, but to increase the 
| service to Panama and from once to twice 
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amonth. There is no favoritism in the matter, 
for the rates are already established. The idea 
that it would cost the Government but one half the 
amount of the original contract is. preposterous. 

Mr. YULEE, ! wish to read the law under 
which the department can now do all that is neces- 
sary. Underthe 7th section of the act of March 
3, 1845, it is provided — i 

«That the Postmaster General shail, in all cases of offers | 
» contract for carryimg the mail between any of the ports of 
ine United States and any foreign port or piace, give the 

eference to sach bidderfor the contract as shall propose | 
wo earry the mail in a steamship or ships; and the said con- | 
tmetor stipulating to deliver said ship or ships to the United | 
siates, or to their proper officer, upon demand made, for | 
the purpose of being converted into a vessel or vessels of | 
war,” &€. : | 

The question being taken upon the amendment, | 
it was rejected, : ; 

Mr. GWIN. Notwithstanding the warning we 
have had from the chairman of the Commitice on 
Finance, | think it is my duty to offer another 
amendment to this bill. 1 move to add the follow- 
ing sections: 


“Sec. —. And be if further enacted, That for the purpose 
of establishing a lin of steamships to carry the United 
states mails betweeff San Franeisco, in California, and 
Shanghai, in China, communicating with Hong-Kong, Amoy, 
Chusan, and Macao, and touching at the Sandwich Lsiands 
going or returning each trip, it shall be the duty of the See- 
retary of the Navy, iramediately after the passage of this act, 
w contract with Ambrose W. Thompson, of Philadelphia, 
forthe establishment ef the said line of steamship=, on the 
following terms and conditions, viz: ‘The said Thompson 
shall agree to establish, at his own expense, the said line of 
steamships, and to convey the United States mails between 
San Frauciseo aad Shanghai, and the other points designa- 
tedand shall receive no other or further compensation 
therefor than the amount of postages which he may charge 
and receive on the miailable matter which ney be conveyed 
in hisships. ‘The said line shall consist of six ships of not 
jeas than three thonsand tons register each, and capable of 
a speed equal to any steamers now employed between New 
York and Liverpool, Three of said ships shall be comple- 
ted and ready to be placed on said line within two years af- 
ter date of contract, and the other three within two years 
after the first shall have been so placed on the said line; and 
the three last constructed shall be placed on said line as soon 
after they shall have been finished as practicable. 

“The said steamships shall be so constructed as to be 
convertible at the least possible expense into war steamers 
of the first class, and to be commanded by officers of the 
pavy not below the grade of lieutenant, and to receive four 
midshipmen on board as watch-officers, the said command- 
ers ant ofticers to be detailed for the service by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. The said ships shall, if required by the 
Seeretarysof the Navy, carry four heavy guns each, to be 
provided, officered, and manned by the department. For the 
term of two years after the firat three ships shall have been 
placed upon the line, they shall perform monthly Uips each 
way between the respective ports before specified. And 
when the whole number of ships shall have been completed 
and placed on the said line as above stipulated, they shall 
perform semi-monthly trips between the said ports respect- 
ively. The said ships shall be constructed under the super- 
vision of such constructor or naval officer as the Secretary 
of the Navy may appoint. 

“Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose 
of esta Mishing the aforesaid lines of steamers, it shall be the 
duty of the Seeretary of the Treasury to issue to the said 
Thompson, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the 
Navy, from time to time, in such sums as the said Thomp- 
son may require, not exceeding in the whole the cost which, 
in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, shall be suffi, 
cient for the construction and equipment of said ships, cer- 
tificates of United States five per cent. stock, which stock 
shall be redeemable in twenty-five years. The sxid Thomp- 
son shall pay into the United States Treasury, semi-annually, 
as the interest on said stock may fall due, the full amouut of 
said interest so due, and shall also pay the principal ou or 
before the maturity thereof. The said Thompson shall give 
to the Seeretary of the Navy satistactory security for the 
faithful and economical application of the sum: thus ad- 
vanced towards the construction and equipment of said 
ships; and the Secretary of the Navy shail have the right to 
cause the accounts of the disbursements mode for that 
object at any time to be examined, and shall also, from time 
to time, as he may desire, have the said ships and their 
machinery inspected, and require such repairs to be made 
by said Thompson as shall be found necessary. The said 
ships shall be keptin serviceable condition and repair, and 
all improvements adopted at the expense of said Thompson, 
if so required on inspection: and the United States shall 
have a len on them as security for the sum advanced for 
their construction and equipment, in such form as the Sec- 
retary of the Navy may require; and the said ships may be 
taken by the Secretary of the Navy at any time for the pab- 
lie service, releasing said lien, and making to the said Am- 
brose W. Thompson a fair compensation, to be ascertained 
by appraisers to be appointed, one by the Secretary of the 
Navy, or under his orders, one by the said Thompson, and a 
third by the two so appointed: Provided, That the rates of 
postage on mail matter charged and reccived by said Thomp- 
£0n shall conform to such regulations as may be established 
by the Postmaster General, according to law: ape, 
further, That the power is reserved to the United to 
assume the right of collecting the postages as in other cases 
of mail transportation, allowing in lieu thereof to the said 
Thompson the same ratable compensation in the 
of the number of ships employed as is now allowed by law 
to E. K. Collins and this associates for mail service between 
New York and Liverpool.” 
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“anc. —. And be it further enacted, That for the pur- |) line shall depart from and return to the port of Philadelphia, 


pose of establishing two lines of steamships to carry the 
mails—one between San Francisca, in California. and 
Shanghai, in China, communicating with Hong Kong, 
Amoy, Chusan, and Macao, and touching at the Sandwich 
Islands in going or returning; the other between Philadel- 
phia and Antwerp or Ostend, in Europe, touching at Ports- 
month, in ee and Havre, in France—it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, immediately ater the 
passage Of this act, to contracy with Ambrose W. Thomp- 
son, of Philadelphia, for the establishment of the said lines 
of steamships, on the following terms and conditions, viz: 
The sai@Thompson shall agree to establish, at his own ex- 
pense, the said lines of steainships, and to convey the United 
States mails between San Francisco and Shanghai, and the 
other points desig. ted fer the first line, and between Phila- 
deiphia and the ; sits in Europe designated for the other, 
and shail receive no other or further compensation therefor 
than the amount of postages which he may charge and re- 
ceive on the mailable matter which may be conveved in his 
ships. ‘The said line of steamers between San Francisco 
and Shanghai shall consist of aix ships of natiess than three 
thousand tons register each, and capable of a speed ‘equal 
to any steamer now employed between New York and i 
erpool, ‘Three of said ships shall be completed and ready 
to be placed on said line within two years after date of the 
contract, and the other three within two years after the first 
three shall have been so piaced on the aaid line; and the 
three ships last constructed shall be placed on the said line 
as soon atter they shall have been finished as possible. ‘The 
lice between the United States and Eurepe shall consist of 
four ships of equal size with the others, two of which shall 
be completed within two years, and the others within two 
years thereafter. 


“ The said steamships shall be so constructed as to be con- | 


vertible at the least possible expense into. war steamers of 


the first class, and to be commanded by offivers of the navy, | 


rot below the grade of lieutenant, aud to receive four mid- 
shipmen on board as wateh officers; the said commanders 


and Officers to be detailed for the service by the Secretary of | 


the Navy. ‘The said ships shall, if required by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, earry four heavy guas each, to be proviited, 
otficered, and manned by the department. For the term of 
two years after the first three ships shall have been placed 
on the first line, they shall perform monthly trips each way 
between the respective ports as above specitied, and on the 


second line semi-monthly from the commencement of ser- | 


been completed and placed on the said lines as above stipu- 
lated, they shall perform semi-mouthly trips between the 


the Secretary of the Navy may appoint. 


duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to the said 


Navy, irom time to time, im such sams as the said Thomp- 
son may require, not exceeding in the whole the cost which, 
in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, shall be suf- 


shall be redeemable in twenty-five years. The said Thomp- 
son shall pay into the United States Treasury, sewi-annual- 
ly, as the interest on said stock may fall due, the full amount 
of saisf interest so due, and shall also pay the principal ou or 
before the maturity thereof. The said Thompson shall give 
to the Secretary of the Navy satisfactory security for the 
faithful and economical application of the sums thus ad- 


ships, and the Secretary shall have the right to cause the ac- 
counts of the disbursements made for that object at any 
time to be examined, and shall also, from time to time, as 
he may desire, have the s@id ships and their machinery in 


Thompson as shall be found necessary. The said ships 
shali be kept in serviceable condition and repair, and all im- 


States stall have a lien on them as security for the sum ad- 
vanced for heir construction and equipment in such form as 
the Secretary of the Navy may require; and the said ships 


the public service, by releasing said lien, and making to the 
said Ambrose W. Thompson a fair compensation, to be as- 
certained by appraisers to be appointed, one by the Secretary 
of the Navy, or under his order, one by the said Thompson, 


the said ‘Thompson on each of said lines, shall conform to 
such regulations as may be established by the Postmaster 
General, according to law: nd provided, further, ‘Tiat the 
power is reserved to the United Statea to assume the right 
of coliecting the postages, as in other cases of mail trans- 
portation, allowing in heu tvereof to the said Thomp-on, on 
each of said lines, the same ratable compensation in the 
proportion of the number -of ships employed as is now al- 
lowed by taw to E. K. Collinsand his asanciates for mail ser- 
vice between New York and Liverpool,” 

Mr. C. remarked that the terms proposed were 
poeey the same as in the amendment to which 

is was a substitute. lt proposed, however, a line 
between Philadelphia and Antwerp or Ostend, 
touching at Portsmouth, in England, and Havre, 
in France. He would ask the vote of the Senate, 
without debate. 

Mr. GWIWN accepted the substitute as a modifi- 
cation of his own amendment. 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the amendment, 
as modified, by adding thereto the following as an 
additionai section: : 

“Sec. —. And be it enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy, in executing the said 


contract as to the line oon Philadelphia and Europe, | 
to cause a sti tion to inserted therein, that on each A“ ; Y 
ssueunantii biventediinadhintente 0 atoll snes ‘remainder of the time of their contrac the full 


ave | 


vice; and when the whole number of said ships shall have | 
said ports respectively. The said ships shall be constructed |) 
under the supervi-ion of such constructor or naval officer as 


“Seo. —. And he it further enacted, That, for the purpose | 
of establishing the aforesaid lines of steamers, it shall be the | 


Thompson, upon the requisition of the Secretary of the | 


ficient for the construction and equipment of the said ships, | 
certificates of United States five per cent. stock, which stock | 


vaneed towards the construction and equipment of said | 


spected, and require such repairs to be tage by the said | 


rovementa in machinery adupted at the expense of raid | 
hompson, if so required on tnspection; and the United 


may be taken by the Secretary of the Navy at any time for | 


and a third by the two so appointed: Provided, That the | 
rates of postage on mail matter, charged and received by | 


in Pennsylvania, and the port of Norfolk, in Virginia; and 
it shall be the duty of the said coutractor faithtully tw earry 
said stipulation into effect.” 


Mr. GWIN accepted the amendment as a mod- 
| ification of his own. e 

The question on being taken upon the amend- 
ment as thus modified, it was rejecied. 

Mr. YULBE. I have a few amendments to 
offer, under the direction of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. I shall present them to the Senate 
without discussion or explanation, in order to econ- 

| omice time; but | am prepared to give an explana- 
tion upon any amen ‘ment if any Senator desites it, 

The first amendment was read, making an ap- 
prapriation for the navy-yard at Brooklyn. 

Mr. DICKINSON. | believe the amendment 
to be eminently right, I have investigated the 
whole matter. It is a matter of public necessity; 
yet I shall be obliged to vote againat it, though out 
of no disrespect to that committee. 

Mr. YULEE. I must protest against the rule 
prescribed by the Commutee on Finance bein 
adopted by the Senate. These are matters kien 
properly belong to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. The amendments are for appropriations 
very material to the public service, and asked for 
by the Navy Department. They were referred to 
the committee, and could not be brought to the 
notice of the Senate until the naval appropriation 
bill came in. If the House thought proper te de- 
lay their action upon the bill until the last mo- 
ment, we ought not therefore to be prevented 
from proposing such amendments as are essential 
to the public interest. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say a single word. 
These are subjects upon which the Senate of the 

| United States have been memorialized by the cart- 
load; and the Committee on Naval Affairs has 
| been ag silent as the grave upon them. There iz 
an amendment which I] wish to propose to this 
|| bill, which | have very much at heart; Lut 1 shall 
| accede to the course recommended by the Com- 
| mittee on Finance, and shall go against all amend- 
|| ments. There are matters connected with this 
bill which infinitely outweigh those which have 
been reported upon, and upon which we have 
been memorialized by the ton; but the committee 
have said nothing upen them. | shall vote against 
all amendments, unless those which | think ought 
to be adopted are taken up and adopted first. 

Mr. YULEE. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will wait until I get through, he may find 
that the subjects to which he alludes have been 
acted upon by the committee. 

Mr. HALE. It has been very lately, then: 
they had not twenty-four hours ago. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
| it was rejected. 

Mr. YULEE. 
to offer. 

Mr. CASS. I would suggest that the Senator 
has diacharged his duty. The temper and dispo- 
sition of the Senate are such that it is useless for 
| him to proceed, 

Mr. YULEE. I certainly cannot discherge my 
|| duty without presenting the amendments. If the 
Senate think proper to vote them down, that is 
another matter. I tell the Senate that there are 
portions of this bill which no Senator can approve, 
and which it is absolutely necessary should be 
acted upon. I would prefer rather that the whole 
bill should fail than that some amendments of the 
House should receive the sanction of the Senate. 
| 1 could not discharge my duty, then, without 

bringing these amendments before the Senate for 

their action. I offer another amendment. 

(This amendmect provides, as nearly as the Re- 
porter could ascertain, for the extension of the 
time for finishing the mail steamers, as a eubsti- 
tute for the proviso directing psyment to be in 
proportion to the maf service performed. ]} 

Mr. Y. said: I feel constrained, ufter the indica- 
tion given by the Senate, to explain the amend- 
ment | have offered, in order that the Senate niay 
take the full responsibility and consequences of 
its rejection. Under the provision contained in 

| the naval appropriation bill as it came from the 
| House of ,Representatives, this consequence re- 
sults, that all the ships which remain’ unfinished 
upon the several lines which have made contracts 
with the Government may be left unfinished, and 
the contractors will be released from the obligaiton 
to build them, while they will receive during the 
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I have some other amendments 
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amount of remuneration. That is the operation 
of tue act as adopted by the House. ft reads: 

« P.ovided, That no payment shall be made for said ser- 
vice exerpt in proportion to the mail service heretofore per- 
formed, or thakomy be hereafter performed; and that the 
So retury of the Navy is beseby directed to make payment 
in said proportion only.” 

Ine provision is, that payment shall be made 
in propertion to the mail service The compensa- 
tion to be made under the contract was compounded 
of mail service and putting afloat a certain number 
of ships which would be available to the naval 
service of the country. We have found that the 
mail eervice, on account of the speed which has 
been attained, can be performed with fewer ships 
than the number contained in the contracts, and if 
this proviso is passed, we can never relieve our- 
selves hereafter from the obligation to pay the full 
compensation for the ships which are already built, 
and the contractors will not be required to put upon 
the line any more ships. They have now put on 
but three, which are two less than are required. If 
the Senate choose to let the bill pass with this pro- 
viso in it, the consequences are known to them, 
and the committee will share none of the responsi- 
bility for them. 

Mr. RUSK. One word, sir, and it is simply 
this: the amendment seeks, at this stage of the 
session, to make a change, the propriety of which 
we could not investigate so as to understand it in 
half an hour. Butl will not consume the time. 
It limits the operation of the act to two years. | 
There is no possible object in it. As the bill 
stands now, they are only to receive compensation 
in prepertion to the mail service performed. The 
amendment amount sonly to this: If Congress 
wish these ships built at any earlier ora later day, 
this I:mitation will embarrass the subject. 

Mr. YULEE. | will state, because it is my 
duty to state, that this amendment has been pre- 
pared after consultation with one of the proprie- 
tors of the principal line, and that the extension of 
two years for the completion of these vessels was 
introduced at their own instance, and as a favor to 
them. Their vessels ought, by contract, to have 
been built before thia time; but there have been 
reasoriable grounds for delay. If we enforced the 
obligation upon them, their contracts would fall; 
but itis a matter of leniency to them that we stili 
held them to the constraction of the number of 
ships required by the contract, and give them the 
extensiin of two years beyond he time, which is 
along delay. tis a favor to them, and I will as- 
sure my friend of the Post Office Committee that 
the effect of adopting the mail service as the rate 
of compensation will be to discharge them from all 
obligations to build any more ships. . 

Mr. RUSK. -1 differ altogether from that opin- 
ion. | have no objection to dealing liberally with 
these coniractors. 1 want to do it, and especially 
under the circumstances. But, at the same time 
that 1 am willing to deal liberally with them, | am 
anxious to see the object of the Government car- 
ried out, 

Mr, MASON. This matter received the delib- 
erate atiention of the Naval Committee; and I am 
entisfied that by the action of the Senate, if they 
adopt the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, they will release the contractors from 
the duty of buiiding the number of ships stipulated 
in the contract. We shall pay them the amount 
stipulaced for the service of five ships, when they 
perform it with three, and release them from the 
obligation of applying the other two; and if we 
would hereafier wish to modify it, we cannot do 
it—for it will have passed beyond the reach of 
Congress. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 am very clearly of the contrary 
opimhn. This only pays them im proportion to 
the service they perform, and it does not at all 
mudify the contract. They have entered into a 
soiemn eonteact and obligatibn to perform certain 
things 

Mr. MASON. This is an important amend- | 
mentin modifyimg that contract; and | ask the | 
yeas and nays, that itmay pass into the history | 
of the country “by whom the contract has been | 
modified, 

Tne yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 should be gratified if the | 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, or | 
the Senator from Virginia, would explain to us | 
the object of the amendment. We are unable, in 
this part of the Chamber, to hear what is going on. 

Mr. MASON. I will detain the Senate but a 
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moment, in complying with the request of the 
S-nator over the way. The nayal appropriation 
bill, as it came from the House of Representatives, 
reads: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made for said ser- 
vice, exceptin proportion to the tail service heretofore 
performed, or that may be hereafter performed, and that 
the Sreretary of the Navy is hereby directed to make pay- 
ment in said proportion only.” 


Now, the contract is this: The contractors 
were required to build five ships within @limited 
time, and with those five ships to perform semi- 
monthly mail service. They have built three 
ships—the two remaining ships have not been 
built, It has been found that they can perform 
the mail service required with the three ships only. 
It isa part of the policy of the Government to 
providea certain number of steamships as war 
vessels, and they therefore, stipulated that the con- 
tractors should provide five. Now, as they can 
perform the required mail service with three ships, 
as the bill stands, it is susceptible of being con- 
strued to release the contractor from the duty of 
providing the other two ships. He is to be paid 
for the mail service he performs with three only, 
instead of five contracted for. The effect of the 
amendment simply is to avoid that construction— 
to give the contractors (wo additional years to 
build the additional ships. 

Mr. RUSK. I call the attention of the Senate 
to the proviso. The bill reads: 

** Por transportation of the United States mail between 
New York and Liverpool, between New York and New 
Orleans, Havana, and Chagres, and between Panama and 
some points in the Territory of Oregon, 2874,600: Provided, 
‘That ne payment shall be made for said service, except in 
proportion to the mail service heretofore performed, or that 
may be hereatter performed; and that the Secretary of the 
Navy is hereby directed to nake payment in said proportion 
only.”? 

ls there any release there? Can it be pretended 
for a moment that this releases the contractors 
from any obligation in the contract? None upon 
earth. It is the mest strange construction | have 
ever known to be put upon the language of a bill. 
There is no interference at all. It is only a restric- 
tion that the Secretary of the Navy shall not ex- 
ceed in his payment the services rendered. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads this question: Can these contractors claim 
any paymentunless they comply with the contract? 
If not, does not this bill compel the proper officer 
to make payment for the service that is _per- 
formed, or shall hereafter be performed? If that 
is the case, will it not modify the contract, and 
vary the contract from the terms upon which it 
was originally entered into, in putting the service 
which they are performing and are to perforn upon 
a different ground, and makjng it obligatory to pay 
for it at variance with the contract? 

Mr. BADGER. Allow me to say one word. 
If | have understood this aright—and | am a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, have examined it, 
and concur in the view in which the amendmentis 
reported—the certain effect, or at least the proba- 
ble effect, of the provision in the bill is, to relieve 
the contractor from that part of the engagement in 
which the Government has an interest, and to 
jeave him in full fruition of that part of it in which 
he has an interest. It is our interest that five ships 
should be built, because in case of war they would 
belong tous. But the contractor finds he can per- 
form the service with three. The question is, 
whether he shall be allowed to perform the service, 
and receive the same compensation for three ships 
as if he had put on the other two, according to con- 
tract, it being the interest of the Government to 
have as many ships completed as are required in 
the contract. That is the whole effect of the pro- 
vision. Jt seems to me plain that the amendment 
should be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I did not intend to say a word; 
but it strikes me that this clause does not of ne- 
cessity take that construction at all, It isof a nega- 
uve character entirely. It merely forbids the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to pay any more than such a 
sum. | It is simply negative, and cannot have the 
positive effect to change the contract. It is restrict- 
ive—not to go beyond a certain amount. It reads; 

“ Provided, That no paymeat shall be made for said ser- 
vice except ix proportion to the mail service heretofore per- 
formed, or that may be hereafter performed, and that the 
Secretary of the Navy is bereby directed to make payment 
iu said proportion only.” 

Mr. BADGER. With the three ships he per- 
forms the whole service, and is therefore entitled 
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to the whole pay. If the bill as it stands 


he may perform the whole i 
and accel the whole ree eee ships 


Mr. RUSK, (in bis vest) No, sir. 
Mr. BADGER. That is my opinion: it is m 
judgment. On the contrary, it is the interes, of 


the Government that he should build the five shing 
While we wish the service~performed with fiy, 
ships, it is the interest of the contractor to perform 
it with three. Then, in case of a war, when we 
have occasion to call for these ships to be turned 
wuld have but 
is the state of 


over for military purposes, we should 
three instead of five ships. That 
the case, 

Mr. DICKINSON. While I am aware that 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
says that the contractors prefer the amendment he 
proposes—and | know they do, because they 80 
informed me, and I have no doubt they prefer jt— 
under other circumstances I would vote for it, and 
even now if it were necessary—at the same time 
acting in view of the course Fauve marked out, | 
do submit to the Senate that the construction at. 
tempted to be given to this majler is exceedingly 
strained and artificial. It may be desirable that the 
bill should pass with the amendment; but the idea 
that this proviso releases any portion of the con. 
tract I hold to be utterly absurd. Let us look at it: 
There was a contract entered into with these indj- 
viduals to build a certain number of ships, of cer. 
tain dimensions, and io perform a certain mail ser- 
vice. They have not built all the ships, and 
therefore they have not performed all the service 
required. 

Mr. BERRIEN. If the Senator will allow me: 
Was there a limited time within which they were 
to build these ships? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Clearly. 

Mr. BERRIEN. And has that passed ? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Yegs, sir. 

Mr. RUSK, (in his seat.) Upon an extension 
by the Post Office Department. 

Mr. DICKINSON resumed. Now, this bill 
provides that they shall be paid in proportion to 
the mail service they rendered, and no more. How 
can it release them from an independent portion of 
the contract, which compels them to build a cer- 
tain number of ships of certain dimensions? |t 
cannot be so. x 

Mr. PRATT. All of us naturally suppose that 
the subject upon which we are about to speak has 
been misunderstood by others. It occurs to me, 
from what has been said about this part of the bill, 
that it has not been properly understood. The 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Bancer,] 
whose attention | desire in the remarks I am about 
to make, has expressed views which I think I can 
meet. The original contract, I learn, is for the 
building of five steamships to carry the mail, as 
provided for in this clause of the bill. Under the 
original contract they were to be built within a 
specified period. This period has passed, and the 
time has been extended by the Navy Department. 
So far as the mail service is concerned, they have, 
with the three ships already built, discharged al! 
the mail service which was contemplated to be 
discharged by the five. But the Government hav- 
ing a further object, to have five steamers capable 
of being used for war purposes, in the event the 
Government should hereafter need them, the Gov- 
ernment have an interest in compelling these con- 
tractors to build two additional steamers. Now, 
I ask the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
and others who have taken that side of the ques- 
tion, what part of this proviso takes away from 
the Government the power of enforcing this con- 
tract? Here is a contract made some years ag, 
by which these parties are bound to build five 
steamers. The Government have already extend- 
ed the time within which the two additional steam- 
ers are to be built. ‘That contract still stands. 
This is only to authorize the Government to poy 
for the mail service ied on by three steamers. 
It does not relieve the contractors from the obliza- 
tion which they took upon themselves. It only 
authorizes the Government to pay for the service 
performed by the three steamers, as if the five had 
all been built, and only for the present year. Next 
year we shall be called upon to make an additional 
appropriation for carrying on this service aga'”; 
and then, if the steamers are not built, it will be in 
the power of the Government to demand the fulfill- 
ment of the contract. I _ that the argu- 
ment of my friend, that it will put it in the power 
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.) of the Government to make a new contract—for 
P that is the extent of his argament—that it will put 
it in their power so to construe the old contract as 
to supersede the necessity of building the two ad- 
y ditional steamers, will be of little avail. kt may 
- be done; it is now in the power of the Govern- 
» ment. But are we to presume that the Govern- 
S ment will do that which we all see it is manifestly 
. prejudicial to the Government todo? I do not 


d suppose that the Government has agreed to dis- 
nse with their building all the steamers they are 
pound by their contract to build. Certainly, it is 


f pot authorized to do so, merely by a provision to 
ay for the mail service performed; for that has 
a nothing to do with the contract, 
. Mr. YULEE. I will not detain the Senate in 
e reference to the construction of this bill. [ will 
P merely remark that it is not as easy, in the pro- 
: ceedings of the Senate, when a subject is brought 
: euddenly to the mind, to understand it thoroughly, 
i and come to a safe conclusion, as for the commit- 


tee, which quietly considers the subject, which 
weighs the effect and operation of the proviso, and 
y which had the whole subject-matter of these con- 
tracts under consideration for the whole session. 
It is sufficient that the committee recommend a | 
course to the Senate. If the Senate choose not to | 
adopt that course, it is for them to decide as they | 
please. 1 will only add this fact to what has been | 
stated to the Senate by others, that the Collins line | 
i can perform their service with three ships, that 
the contract requires five, and that they will be 
released from the necessity of employing two ad- 
ditional ships upor this line if this amendment is 
rejected. ‘ 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Benton, 
Berrien, Bright, Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Day- 
ton, Dodge of Wisconsin, King, Mason, Miller, Morton, 
Pearee, Spruance, Wales, Walker, Whitcomb; Winthrop, 
and Vulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Cass, Chase, Clarke, 
Dickinson, Downs, Ewing, Feleh, Greene, Gwin, Hale, 
Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 
Smith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Turney, and Underwoed—24, 

Mr. BADGER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting at the end of line 109 the following: 


“ Provided, That no payment shall be made unless the 


ors - Ww 


its true spirit and meaning.”’ 


question we had the other day. 
Mr. BADGER. 


nor form, J want to know it. 
nays upon the amendment. 

r. DAWSON, (in his seat.) 
no objection to it. 

Mr. DICKINSON. There is just this objection 
to it: that if it ®as passed, it would stop payment 
upon every line in the United States of America. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWSON. As I understand it, $270,000 
or $29,000 are given annually to the owners of 


I ask the yeas and 


i 


within a given time to provide five steam vessels. 


should have been built. Now,I desire to know 
from. any gentleman upon this floor, whether at 
the head of the Committee of Finance, of Naval 

Affairs, or the Post Office Committee—whether 
the fact is not that but three have been built, and 
' but two of them accepted? My information is that 


a 


one of the vessels has been hired. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the Senator permit me to 
explain? By the original contract, they were to 
build five steamers fit for war steamers, and the 
Government was to have the piivilege of taking 
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them as war steamers, if the ould be required. 
| They built two steamers under that contract. 
the original contract they were to build five 


steamers of a certain amount of tonnage. They 
have built two steamers equal in tonnage to the 
whole five they had contracted to build, and they 
have purchased one steamer in addition. With 
these three steamers they have discharged all the 
mail service required by the contract originally 
entered into. Now, the Senator from Georgia 
will perceive that the amendment of the Senator 


Oe Se Sl eleeli(‘ lt~—téS® 


from North Carolina is equivalent to striking out 
, the whole appropriation for this mail service; for 
> every one knows that it has been stated here over 





and over again, that the original contract has not 
complied with; while the amendment pro- 


contract shall be substantially complied with, according to | 


Mr. DICKINSON. That raises the whole | 


If the money is to be paid | 
when the contract is complied with neither in spirit | 


"There will be | 


these vessels to carry the mails; and they agreed | 


That time has already passed when those vessels | 
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vides that ho payment shall be made unless it has | 


been complied with. We all know that instead of 
five steamers, they have built but two, and bought 
one, which makes but three, although they have 


a larger amount of tonnage than the whole five | 


were to have had under the contract. With these 
three steamers they have discharged all the mail 
service originally stipulated for. 
strikes out all compensation, because it is clear 
that the contract has not been complied with. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
Senate by any discussion of this matter. It has 
already been fully discussed; and, instead of ma- 
king any additional remarks, I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the report of the Commitiee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. I will read a 
short extract, which I hope will preclude the ne- 
cessity of any further discussion on this matter. 
The report says: 

“ Having thus disposed of the first portion of the subject 


submitted to their consideration, your committee feel that | 
they would be domg ‘injustice to themselves were they not | 
to give more than a passing notice to the matters inseparably | 
connected with the establishment of ocean steam-packet | 
Before they do this, however, they deem it || 


navigation. 
their duty to impress upon the Senate the obligation on the 


part of Congress to carry out to their fullest extent the con- || 


tacts already entered into. There are some amongst us 
who are disposed to cavil at the failure of the parties to 
these contracts to comply with the strict letter of their en- 
gagements, and who are willing to punish any delays that 


may bave occurred by a forfeiture of the privileges jucident || 


tothem. To such views your committee cannot give their 
consent. Whatever tas teen done, has been done with the 
best intentions; and, although contractors may have failed 
to fulfill their engagements literally, their. failure to do se 


terests of the Government, and not from any disposition to 
secure their own at the expense of public prosperity. Under 
such circumstances, it becomes the duty of the National 
Legislature to regard: these contracts with indulgence, and 


of the Government, must fall short of its mark. 
be borne in mind that whatever changes have been made, 
causing necessarily delay and temporary inconvenience, 
have been effected with a view to the advancement of our 
commercial murine and maritime defences. 
tracts under consideration, it might, perhaps, be said that 
not one bas been performed to the letter. Even in the case 
of the Pacifie Steam Company, which has excelled all others 
in promptness and efficiency, a caviler might see cause for 


ready for service on the first of October were not prepared 


months afterwards. Such, however, are not the views by 
which enlightened legislation should be governed ; the in- 
tentions of the parties being evidently upright, they should 
not be regarded and punished as wrong-doers.” 


Now, if the question of compliance with the 


case, it may be raised in every other in which the 
mail service is concerned. 

Mr. RUSK, I will not consume the time of the 
Senate by investigating this subject; but it is a 
proceeding hazardous tn the extreme. The Naval 
Committee, in the first place attempt to extend 


now authorized to be extended. The next step is 
to require a literal and strict compliance with the 
terms of the contract, which everybody knows 
has not been performed, and has been so reported 
to the Senate. I regard this amendment as deci- 
sive to the system altogether. One of the lines— 
that of New York and Panama—have better ships 
upon the line than were contracted for, They 


have not the number, as the Senator from Georgia | 


would have discovered if he had taken the trouble 
to read the report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
of that line, there was a regular line of British 
mail-steamers under a contract "system similar to 


that adopted by the United States, visiting these || 
points and the southern portion of this country 4| 
monthly. If this line had not been established by || 
the Government, the result would have been that | 
at the time of the acquisition of California the | 
British mail-steamers would have taken possession | 
of the transportation of the mail betwegn the dif- | 
ferent ports of the United States, as they have | 
possession of the transportation of the mail 
between the United States and Mexico all the | 
If it is our object to break down this sys- | 
tem—to eed these contracts—and if it is our 
er the carrying trade, mail service 
and all, to British steamers, and to have that done 
upon your whole southern shore, then vote for 


had 
time. 


object to trans 


this amendment; for that will be its effect. 


Mr. BADGER. If my friend will allow me to 
interrupt him fora moment, rather tha. to pro- rd est 
Disiisodbeet at this period of the session, | |) short of two millions. This is done wittout any 


long a 
oak leave to withdraw the amendment. 
The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 


The amendment | 


I do not wish to detain the | 


appears to have proceeded from a desire to promote the in- || 
to sustain and cherish an enterprise which, without the aid | 
It should | 


Of the con- | 


fault-finding in the fact that vessels that should have been | 


to depart before the sixth of the same month, or one or two | 


strict letter of the contract is to be raised in this | 


these contracts two years longer than they are | 


Prior to the establishment || 


2053 








THE BOUNTY LAND BI'LL. 

A message was received from the House return- 
ing the bill granting bounty lands to officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged inthe military 
| service of the United States, with the announce- 
| ment that the House disagreed with the second and 
|| sixth amendments of the Senate to said bill. 


ments, which are as follows: 


“ Or marines whose names have been returned on muster 
rolls, or in any other official manner, to the War Depart 
ment as having.” 

| “And that every officer, private, or musician, or any 
naval officer, seaman, or marine, whether of regulara, vol- 
unteers,-or militia, who has actually been ander fire in any 
engagement with the enem), shall be entitied to one hun deed 
and sixty acres of land, and each of the surviving offierrs 
and seamen of the navy of the United States, or, in the ewent 
| of their death, their widows or minor children, who per- 
|| formed service on boa d of any of the public aruy d ver-els 
|}, of the United States, or on land in either of the wars afore- 
said, shall be entitled to like quantities of land for like terme 
of service as hereinbefore provided for officers and privates 
in the military service of the United Stutes.’? 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, 

 Resolred, That the Senate insist an the said second and 
sixth amendments disagreed to by the House, 

* Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereof,” 

THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| The Senate resumed the consideration of this 
| bill. 

Mr. YULEE moved to amend the bill by striking 
| out from lines 228 to 257 inclusive. The part pro- 
posed to be stricken out is as follows: 

« For commencing the construction of a floating dry dock 
on the const of ¢ alifornia, $100,000; and the Sveretary of 
the Navy is authorized and directed to enter into a contract 
with Samuel D. Dakin, John 8. Gilbert, Zeno Secor, and 
Rutherford Moody, for the construction, with all reasonabte 
dispateh, of a sectional or balancer floating dry-dock, basin, 
and railway, atsuch harbor on the const of the Pacific ocean 
as he may select, of a capacity and dimensions in ne respect 
inferior to those of the dry dock in progress of construction 
at Pensacola: Provided, That, by granting the -aid enn. 
tractors permission, if required, to prepare the materials 
|| chiefly at some harbor on the Atlantic sea-board, and ad- 
|} Vaneing moneys thereon as the work progresses, the enid 

works can be completed ata sum not exceeding by more 

than twelve percent. the total amount contracted to be paid 
\ for the floating dock, basin, and raiiway, at the Pensacola 
|, navy-yard, with the addition thereto of what would he the 

cost of transportation to said coast of the said materials 
| thas prepared, and with the reservation till the worke are 

done of ten per cent., and the usual surety for the faithful 

performance of the contract. And it shall also be the duty 

of the Secretary of the Navy to enter into an agreement 

with the said contractors, if they will keep the sau works 
|, in repair, and take proper care of the same, for any given 
period of years, free of charge to the Government, to permit 
them to use the said works during such period, on their own 
account, for repairing merchant vessels, when not eccupied 
by vessels of the navy,to which precedence shall at ail 
times be given.’ 

THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

A message from the House was’ received, an- 
nouncing that they had insisted on their disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and asking 
a conference; and that Messrs. Bayiy, Viwron, 
and Jones had been appointed to conduct such 
conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that a committee of 
conference be appointed on the part of the Senate; 
and the motion was agreed to. 

Messrs. Dickinson, Sou.e, and Baperr were 
appointed the conferees. 
||. [A message was received from the House, re- 
|| turning the Senate bill to exiend the laws and ju- 
|| dicial system of the United States to California, 
| with sundry amendmenis.} 


1} THE NAVAL BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of this 
bill. 
Mr. YULEE. This amendment will save to 
' the Government, according to my calculation, 
about $2,000,000, very unadvisedly, inconsider- 
ately, and hastily proposed to be expended by the 
bill as it came from the other House. I presume 
that, if the Senate is enwilling to make additions, 
| they will at least be willing to make diminutions 
in the bill, where the expenditures under it can be 
diminished with advantage to the public interest. 
The clause proposed to be stricken out relates to 
a “sectional or balance floating dry dock, basin, 
and railway,’’ on the Pacific. It makes a modest 
} appropriation to begin with of $100,000; bat if 
| gentlemen will examine its terms, they will find 
| that the cost will certainly reach a million anda 
| half; and, according to my estimate, it cannot fall 


| 
) 
| The Senate proceeded to consider said amend- 





| recommendation from any department; before we 
\'are prepared to locate any such establishment 
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“ whenever one shall be necessary upon our Paci 
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termine where a navy-yard should be placed; 
therefare, before they are ready to decide what 
kind of a dock will be beat adapted to the purpose. 
Without detaining the.Senate, | will send to the 
Chair a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 


there. before the Government has been able to de- lj 
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regard to the estimates of construction, that, in 
any event, is to be determined by his discretion, 
and not by the discretion of Congress. This, 
then, refers to him now what must, In any event, 


| be referred to him, and anticipates, if possible, the 
|| period when we may suffer for want of a dry 


which will show the opinion of that department || dock upon the Pacific coast. I see no reason why 


uporw the subject. 

The levee was then read. 

Mr.GWIN. Iethata letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy against a dry dock in California ? 
‘ aye PRESIDENT. The Senator has heard 
MH read, 


Mr. GWIN. Iam very sorry he should have | 


} 


opposed euch a proporition as that. I have here | 


a letter of Commodore Jones, who has been upon | 


the const for two years, and | will ask that it be | 


read ih opposition to what the Secretary of the 
Navy suys. 
The jetier was read. . 
Mr. GWIN. Now, Me. President, here is the | 


testimony of Commodore Jones, who has been | 


there for years. He says that it is indispensable 
to have a dry.dock there now. I know the fact | 
that there are three hundred vessels on that coast 


that cannot get around the Horn, and they need || 


a dry dock there to repairthem. The loss of one | 
of these vessels would be nearly equal to the ex- | 
pense of building a dry dock. It may be said | 
that the dry dock is needed by the commercial | 
men of the Atlantic coast, There are those upon | 
the Pacific who are interested in it. Hundreds | 
and hundreds of whalers would go there for re- | 
pairs, if we had a dock there, There is some dif- 
ference between the opinion of the Secretary of | 
the Navy and that of Commodore Jones as to the 
selection of a place. I am astonished that the 
Secretary of the Navy should have made such a | 
report; for Commodore Jones not only selected | 
that as the best site in the bay of San Francisco, | 
bui requested the reservation of the lands for that | 
purpose, 

Mr. CASS suggested that the appropriation | 
should lie over until the nex: session. 

Mr. GWIN. Why, sir, we want it now. | 
Here is the report which the former Secretary of | 
the Navy made at the beginning of the session. 
He says: 

“ The condition of our public ships (as well as of our 
numerrons merchant ships engaged in a rapidly-extending 
and iucrauve commerce in the Pacific ocean, its remote- | 
ness from the Adaotic cities, and the long and perilous | 
voyage around Cape Horn) renders some adequate and | 
proper means for theie rapair on the coastof California ab- | 
solately necessary. Whenever the condition of that coun- | 
try ond the prices of labor will justify the undertaking, the 
establishing of a mavy-yard, and theacopstruction of a dock 
or marine railway, for the refitting and repeir of our ves- | 
avis, are earnedtly recommended.” 

{do not understand the building of docks. 1 | 
am told that these gentlemen bave the patent, and | 
no dock can be built except by them. The Govern- | 
ment is'‘compelled to employ them. There have | 
been three docks, I believe, built by the same par- | 
ties—one in the State of the gentleman who | 
moved this amendment, and two others. Now, 
sir, | think thé sooner the dock is made, the bet- 
ter, 1 will not detain the Senate, but | hope the | 
amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. SEWARD. No. one,1 think, can deny 
thet a dry dock at a navy yard is serge 

c 


| 
| 
| 


| 


coast. If it be begun now, it cannot be accom- 
plished too soon, use noone can foresee the 
necessities of political events which will render it | 
necessary. I assume, then, that a dry dock is to 
be built, and a navy-yard to be built somewhere 
upon the Pacific coast. 1 think it is clear that it | 
ought to be begun now. -Then the only consid- 
eration remaining is, whether there is anything to 
be saved by pampering: Sue matter until another | 
session of Congress. The economy, if there be 

any, must consist in getting better terms at another 





time. 1 know of no reason. to suppose that that | 


can be done. The delay will not be merely from | 
this time until the commencement of the next ses- 
sion of Congress; but, by the experience we have 
all had, we Know that it will be adelay until the 
end of the next session of Congress, because bills 
of this class never pass until just at the close of 
the session. It will, then, be a postponement of 
the commencement of this operation. from now 
until next apring. Weshall have lost nearly six 
montha. 

In regard to the location, in any event, that is 


to be detennined by the Secretary of War. In 


|| the appropriation should not pass. 


| Mr. YULEE. I will make a few obseryations 
| to correct some miaapprehensions, 1 showld Irke 
| to know from what information the Senator from 
California founds his assertion that a report has 
| come from the board to which he refers. 

Mr. GWIN. I have seen it. 

Mr. YULEE. Tie Secretary of the Navy 
says in very distinct terms: 


“{ have to state that a joint board of officers of the army 
| and navy is now employed in surveying the coast and har 
| bors of the Pacific, with reference to naval and military 


|| defences, and the most eligible position fora navy-yard 
|} upon the ec».t has not yet been ascertained,” 


I understand there is a great contrariety of opin- 
| ion among the different officers in the navy as to 


|| the proper location, and that a large number of 


highly intelligent gentlemen and officers are very 
strongly of opinion that Puget sound is the best 
lecation. It will require some time to make the 
location. What peculiar opportunities Commo- 
| dore Jones may have had to form a judgment upon 
| this matter, [ cannot say. I.can only rely upon 
authentic information. The Secretary of the Navy 
| ig not opposed to the construction of a dry dock 
there at all. On the contrary, | understand him 
to be of opinion that a dock there will be neces- 
sary, as we all know that it will be necessary 
there should be one; but he objects upon two 


|| grounds, and | think he well objects upon both of 


| these grounds, to the appropriations now proposed 


\| in this bill, One of them is, that, in view of the 


early day at which Congress will again assemble, 


|| he does not think an appropriation for a dry dock 


is earetes now. We shall meet again in two 
months. By that time we shall have a full report; 


|| and we can then decide whether a dock shall be 


built, and of what description it shall be. But the 
other objection stated in the Secretary’s letter is, 
that he thinks a permanent stone dock would be 
better, if Congress determines to make an appro- 
priation now. ‘The ‘appropriation, as it comes 
from the House, is this: lt proposes to build a 
floating dock, basin, and railway, when we donot 
know that they will gpswer the purpose for which 
a dock is to be built. 

By dint of several years’ urgency upon Con- 


|| gress, appropriations were made for the construc- 


| uon of three of these floating docks, with basins 
| and railways, very much as an experiment; one 
of which was to be at Pensacola, as stated by the 
Senator from California, and another at Philadel- 
phia, and the other at Portsmouth. None of them 
have yet been completed to auch an extent as to 
be able to permit their being tested. It is as yet, 
then, altogether an experiment. I have heard the 
opinion expressed by very competent and skillful 
| engineers, that even if they answered the purpose 
| for a year or two, there is very little assurance to 
believe that they can last more than three, four, or 


|| five years, Atall events, it is an experiment yet, 


and one which will have been tested to a certain 

| extent by the next session, because the dock at 
| Portsmouth is nearly completed. Weshall, then, 
have an opportunity by the next session to test it. 
But, upon the score of economy, the provision 
contained in this clause, which I propose to strike 

, out, should not be retained. [t proposes to allow 


| the cost of that in the Pensacola navy-yard, with 


| twelve per cent. added, and then in addition to that 
| the cost of the transportation of all the materials 
| from this side of our coast to the Pacific side. My 
estimate is that it will cost very nearly two millions. 
| The appropriations for the structure at Pensacola, 
| which have been already made, and which are made 
by the bill now before us, amount to $1,047,653; 
| and I am apprebensive that an additional expendi- 
| ture will yet be necessary to make secure the bot- 

tom of that dock. Add to that twelve per cent., 


the materials from the Atlantic io the Pacific coast, 
and you will form some estimate of the cost of the 
structure upon the plan proposed here; and that, 
too, upon an experiment which we have (+ assu- 
rance will succeed, But it has a worse feature than 
that. The Secretary of the Navy is required to en- 
ter into an agreement with the contractors that, in 
certain cases, the use and disposition of this struc- 


| and then add the cost of the transportation of all 
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tare—which will have been built for the Uniteg 
States, and with the money of the United States 
will be given for commercial and private uses 
This, it seems to me, cannot be other than an yn. 
wise and dangerows precedent. # leave it to the 
Senate to determine whether the objections whieh 
I hate suggested are sufficient to induce them io 
strike out the provision, or whether they will sanc. 
tion such an appropriation by refusing to strike jt 


out. 

Mr. GWIN. [t will take ten years to build © 
stone dock there, and it will cost three times ay 
much money asa wooden one. Besides, where 
are you geing to get the stone? 

Mr. YULEE. I will state that it requires ag 

much stone for the basement proposed by this 
contract to be made as for a permanent stone dock: 
so that wherever the stone comes from for the one 
case it must be obtained in the other, And | wilt 
state further that the permanent stone dock in the 
navy-yard at Charlestown, Massachusetts, cost 
about the same as the basin and dock in its neigh, 
borhood. 
_ Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I have very good 
information, upon which I rely, that the difference 
in the expense of the two kinds of dock is very 
great. This question has been thoroughly ex. 
amined by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the 
House, who brought in a bill for a floating dock, 
and it — the Frouse by an almost unanimous 
vote. It was thoroughly discussed before it came 
up here, and is recommended to us by the action 
of the House. 

But the Senator talks about the location of the 
dock at Puget sound. What we want is a float- 
ing dock. The location is a matter of little con- 
sequence, as it can be bocated hereafter. Com- 
merce will, however, be likely to spring up on the 
sound sooner than on the coast. We want a float- 
ing dock ae for coramercial purposes, 

Mr. YULEE. None of our docks here are 
used for commercial purposes. 

Mr.GWIN. Weil, sir, we want this dock for 
commercial purposes. I suppose the Senators 
from Maine and Massachusetts would take some 
interest In having a commereial dock there, where 
whale and merchant ships could be repaired. It 
is, however, so obviously our interest to have a 
dock there, that I will not detain the Senate by 
debating the question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The honorable Senator has 
referred to the action of the House, and makes 
that one of his reasons in favor of the proposition. 
I will answer that by referring to the action of the 
committee of the Senate. We havé appropriate 
commitiees, to each of whom is assigned its ap- 
propriate business, This subject was referred to 
tae Committee on Naval Affairs, and it seemed 
to be a part of their duty to confeg with the head 
of the naval service here, and inquire his opinion 
in reference to thissubject. He gave that opinion, 
in writing, against the appropriation at this time, 
and he has given what appears to my mind to be 
very satisfactory reasons for that opinion. He 
says that a proper plan has not yet been matured, 
and that the Government is now in process of as- 
ceriaining the proper point, and the probability of 
getting the right kind of materials of which to con- 
struct the kind of dock required. After the com- 
mittee had received the communication of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy which has been read, they 
decided against this appropriation, and they have 
made that decision known to the Senate. Now, 
the action of the committée of the Senate, backed 
by the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, is 
worth ae much as the report of the committee of 
the House. I think our safest plan is to follow the 
recommendation of the head of the department 
having charge of this branch of business. | admit 
the necessity of a dock at this point—not so much 
the immediate as.the a ching necessity; but I 
do not believe this is the proper time to construct 
it. How much is this work to cost? Is there any 
gentleman here prepared to answer that question’ 
Under the provision of this bill, the Secretary of 
the Navy is bound to contract with certain indi- 
viduals. The amount of that contract is unlimit- 
ed. He is bound to give those contractors just 
what they please to ask. Now,-supposing that 
manual labor costs justas much more in California 


Mr. GWIN, (in his seat) The materials will 
be there here. 
Mr. . Batit will require an immense 
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amount of labor to complete the work after the 
materials are there. Now, we have agreed to pay 
our judges of the United States court $5,500 per | 
annum, and for the same class of judges in other 
States we pay $1,510. So, if the increase of the 
rice of labor ts to be computed by the increase of the 
salaries of the judges in California, this work will 
cost something like six or seven millions of dol- 
jars. 1 believe the cost of such a work is estimated 
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charges. It is true it is -said that it shall be the | 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy to enter into an | 
agreement with the contractors to keep the said | 
works in repair, &c.; but | do not see any proper | 
limitation upon the charges which those individu- || 
als may make for the use of private ships in their | 
docks. It seems to me to furnish a most magnifi- | 
cent speculation in Congress. It is absolutely || 
appropriating money to erect these large structures H 


in the old States at one and a half millions of dol- || for the benefit of contractors. 


lars. [understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to estimate the cost at two mil- 
jions. Now, if we estimate the cost of labor in 


will cost from four to five millions of dollars. For 
one, therefore, | am not willing to incur this vast 
expenditure at this time. I do not think the ne- 
cessity is so immediate as to justify it. I concur 
with the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, that 
the proper time would be after the report is received 
from the engineers who are making surveys, in- 
tending first to locate the point, and then to decide 
upon the character of the work—whether it shall 
bea stone or adry dock. I, for one, will not con- 
sent to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
enter into a contract with these individuals, who | 
are to be allowed to charge whatever they please. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
ators from Florida and Indiana who have spoken 
upon this subject. I recollect very well when this 
project of introducing into the service of the United | 
States floating dry docks was first brought before 
Congress. I was then a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and I recollect very distinctly the 
great argument by which we Were urged to adopt 
this system. It was upon the score of cheapness. 


| 
i| 
| 
proportion to the increase in other cases, this dock | be required there; and I think, when the capabil- || 
i] 
i 


| 


Well, sir, Congress very hastily adopted that sys- || 


tem, against the recommendation, | believe, of the 
department, and against certain declared opinions 
of the Naval Committees of both Houses. We | 
were beguiled by the promise that the floating-dry { 
docks would be exceedingly cheap. Well, what | 
is the fact? Why, sir, they are more expensive 


than your stone d:-cks, while the one is perishable, || 


and can last but a few years, and the other is inde- 
structible. The stone dock at Boston cost $700,000. 
How much have you appropriated already for 
these unfinished floating docks, which were tw cost | 





me that: you have appropriated over a million dol- | 
lars. ell, sir, | find in the appropriation bill of | 
this year over $370,000 for a floating dry dock at 
Philadelphia; last year, $200,000; and the year be- 


fore, $400,000—to be divided between the three. || 


So there has been already $800,000 appropriated 
for the dry dock at Philadelphia, which cost mach | 
less thaw the one at Pensacola, being one hundred 
thousand more than the cost of the stone dock at Bos- 
ton. And after all, your floating dock is but a per- 
ishable contrivance. | think it 1s a most reckless 
expenditure of the public money, and that Congress 
is to be censured for having rushed so blindly and so | 
largely into this experiment in 1847. 
yet ascertained whether these docks will answer the 
purpose or not. t 
will cost twice as much as the stone docks in the 
end; and now we are called upon to go into just 
such a wasteful expenditure for a floating dock in 
California, the cost of which will far exceed the 


I concur entirely with the Sen- || 


Now, sir, | know it is desirable that there should || 
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docks. 1 know one is necessary; but whether it 


should be a stone or a wooden dock, | am unable 
to judge. But when the head of the department 
has selected those who are informed upon the sub- 
ject, who are to report to Congress upon.the proper 
sort of dock, I beg leave to vote with him, feeling 
assured that the proper information will be given. 
Now, sir, | can assure the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, that.! am satisfied of the necessity of hav- 
ing a dock upon the California coast, and when 
the subject is matured FE will vote with them most 


|| be @ naval station on the coast of California, and || cheerfully any sum that is necessary; but I think 


| agree-that in a proper course of time a dock will || it improvident and hasty legislation immediately 


} 


ities of the country are fully understood and its 
resources fully developed, we shall be able to se- | 
lect a site understandingly, and perhaps find that 


|| there are materials on the spot for constructing a | 
|| stone dock—the only kind that is worthy of the | 


| consideration of Congress, in my estimation. | 
But it is urged that it is a matter which does not |! 


| thing now. 
| gives only $100,000, which is only a drop in the | 
| bucket. [t will not put up the frame of this work; | 


fourth part of it. You cannot with that sum pre- 
re this stone basin of which the Senator from 
| Florida speaks, for you will now have to trans- | 
| port the materials around Cape Horn. And even | 
| if you do prepare it, you will commit a great ex- 


|| travagance; for the time will come when you will | 
|| get stone there much cheaper than it will now cost | 


| to get itat Boston and transport it round the Horn. | 
| | hope, therefore, that Congress will refuse to ap- 
| propriate a stiver for this object at the present 
| time, but will wait till they have an opportunity to 
| test the question fully—until we have the benefit 
| of the reports of the engineers sent to survey the | 
coast, and ascertain the proper site for the location | 
| of a dock—until, in short, we cau act with our | 
| eyes open, and know what we are about. 
| Mr. GWIN. One great objection to the build- | 

ing of this dock is the expense. Well, sir, when- | 
| ever it is necessary to be built, the expense ought | 
| to be incurred. itis said there is no immediate, | 
pressing necessity for it. 


| 


| difficult it will be to maké a contract with these | 
| parties, who have the only means of performing | 
| this work. But 1 want to know of the gentlemen 
| who oppose the building of this kind of dock | 
dock. I think Lam as familiar with the country 
as any of those gentlemen, and | know of no place 
| where stone can be had. 
| only plan we can devise; and if you do not give us | 
| this dock, you give us none: and there is not a 


|| spot on the face of the earth where one is so much 
|| needed. 
| this measure that | will not consume any more | 


But I feel so confident in the justice of 


time upon it. 
Mr. MASON. Being one of that committee | 


We have not || who very thoroughly considered this subject when | 
| 


| admit of delay—that we ought to act upon this || 
Why, sir, what does the bill do? It || 


| it will not enable the contractors to prepare one || 


But the longer it is put || 
| off the greater will be the necessity, and the more || 
so much less than the stone docks? Why, for the || 
one at Pensacola, the Senator from Florida informs || 


| whether or not materials can be got for a stone || 


This, therefore, is the |! 


to get in the smallest end of the wedge by appro- 


| priating $100,000, in order to commit the Govern- 


ment to this particular sort of dock. The effect 
of it .will be to commit the Government to a cer- 
tain contract, when there are but two months to 
expire before it must be done. 1 must certainty 


|| vote for striking out the provision. 


Mr. YULEE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state that the material point of the objection 


of the Senator from California to providing a per- ~ 


manent stone lock is, that there is no stone upon 
that side of the coast suitable for the purpose. 
Mr. MASON. We do not kaow that fact. 
Mr. YULEE. Wedo not know that there is 
/any,and therefore you expect that the materials 
will have to be transported from this side. That, 
then, is precisely the reason why this provision 
should be stricken out, because it provides to con- 
tract for the construction of a basin, which requires 
precisely the same description of stone, and nearly 
the same amount, that the other kind of dock re- 
| quires. The whole will, therefore, have to be 
| transported from this country; and the Senate wiil 
| be able to judge what will be the cost of this struc- 
ture, when they recollect that it is limited to twelve 
per cent. over the cost of the dock at Pensacola, 
which far exceeds the cost of any other dock, to- 
gether with the cost of transportation of all the 
materials from the Atlantic side to San Francisco. 
| The cost of transportation of the stone and the 
wood, together with the immense labor required in 
landing there, will amount to an exceedingly large 
sum. I am informed from the official papers of 
the Postmaster General, that the cost of unloading 
| a vessel at San Francisco is $700. This bill con- 
| templates a stone structure. The wooden or float- 
ing part of it is very small comparatively, and if 
| you confine it to that, | think there could not be 
much objection, because the Government could de- 
vote it tocommercial purposes. But the structure 
requires a stone basin of immense size. The cost 
of the Pensacola floating structure would not have 
been more than $100,000, but the building of a 
stone basin has run it up toa million. You may 
judge of the cost of such a structure in California 
under this contract, which requires it to be a flont- 


|| ing dock, 


But then, again, see how unjustly we are dealt 
with? The cost of the structure at Kittery was 
$———_; at Philade|lphia, $754,000; and at Pensace- 
la, $1,147,000. The reason of the great difference 


|| the Commitiee on Naval Affuirs had it before them, | || in the cost is owing to the difference in the founde- 
We have only found that they | ask to say a few words upon the subjects. 1 shall || tion. 


; 


Now, then, they take for a rule by which 


concur in the motion of the chairman of the com- || this contract is to be given the very highest cost of 


| mittee to strike out this provision. 


| California for our ships; and I have no doubt it | 





appropriation for the dry dock at Pensacola. 

The bill provides that it shall not cost more than 
twelve per cent. beyond the amount paid for the 
dock at Pensacola, in addition to the cost of trans- 

rtation from the Adantic to the Pacific coast. 

ow, | have not the slightest question but that 
this project will »ubserve the benefit of individuals. 
It certainly looks to me very much like a cOntri- 
vance. | will not charge it as such upon any per- 
son here or elsewhere. But, sir, there 1s a provision 
here that these contractors shall keep that dock in 
repair, and teke proper charge of it. It is not to 
be in the charge of officers of the Govern- 
ment, but in charge of the contractors; and when 
the Government is not using it for the repair of 
their own vessels, these contractors are to be allowed 


to use it for repair of merchant vessvls. It 
certainly looks a® if it was for the benefit 
of shipowners, rather than for that of the navy of 


the United States. We know very weil that if it 
be constructed, nine tenths of all the demands for 
its use will be, not for the benefit of the merchant 
marine, but for the benefit of these contractors. | 
do not know how they are to be limited in their 


| will be found to be the duty of Congress at as early 


Sir, I have no || such a structure, the one at Pensacola, the cost of 
| doubt that one of these docks will be found, and | 


| is now, indispensably necessary on the coast of | 


which has been owing to local causes which may 
| not exist elsewhere. Wedo not know that the 
| facilities for the construction of a foundation in 


'} California may not be as good as at Philadelphia 


| a day as practicable to provide them with such || orat Kittery. Why, then, is the cost of the Pen- 
| a dock as will be competent for the public servics. || sacola dock taken as an estimate? Undoubtedly 


But, sir, it is but two months before Congress will 
| reassemble, and the proposition is now to contract 
with certain persons by name to build a certain 
kind of dock, for a sum not limited, but dependent 
_ contingencies which we cannot now foresee. 
he transportation of materials from the Atlantic 


|| for a larger and more extensive speculation. 

|| Mr. RUSK. I would not interfere in this busi- 

|| ness if it did not seem to me that the parties were 

|| unequally matched, ~The Senator from California 
has had to contend with four members of the Na- 

| val Committee. 1 do not know a great deal about 


| to the Pacific coast is to be done within two months | this subject, but there is one fact that I do know, 


| of the reassemblage of Congress. 


Now, sir, until || and that seems to be admitted on ali hands, that a 


| 1 have certain difficulties removed which, at pres- || dock is absolutely necessary there for naval veasels 


| ent, are insuperable, | cannot agree to any legisla- 
| tion whereby the Congress of the United States 
es a contract for the naval or military service, 
or any other branch of the public service intrusted 
to the Executive department, upon such contin- 


gencies. 

Mr. GWIN, (in hisseat.) It has been done 
heretofore. 

Mr. MASON. I know it has been done here- 
tofore, but that does not sanction the usage. For 
myself, | know nothing in the world about these 


|| and: for vessels of other kinds. There is a large 
| number of whale ships, merchant ships, and some 
| ships of war now on that coast. There is, then, 
| an absolute necessity for this work. | have not 
| myself investigated this subject; but in a conver- 
| nation with a highly respectable member of the 
|| House of Representatives—a man of great intelti- 
| gence, who has given the subject a thorough in- 
| vestigation—I was informed that this is the ve 
| best plan that can be adopted. Now, as there is 


| an urgent necessity for some plan, backed by the 
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intelligence of aman in whom | must place im- 
plicit confidence, I shall vote with the Senators 
from California for this present plan. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 confess, sir, my mind has 
undergone some change since this discussion has 
been going on; and the last fact mentioned by the 
Senator from Florida strikes me as very peculiar, 
and shows that while the Senator from California 
contends for, and while we are willing to give him 
the benefits of a dry dock, he ought certainly to 
join with us in trying to get ata plan such as will 


not really do injustice to the country. The Senator | 


from Florida has just mentioned that the great ex- 
pense of the dry dock at Pensacola resuits from 
the difficulties in the foundation upon which the 
permanent stracture is laid. Well, sir, the differ- 
ence is very great, The other dry dock cost not 


more than six or seven hundred thousand dollars; || 


that at Pensacola cost about a million and a half. 
That is taken as a basis upon which the cost of 
thia dock in California is calculated. 


to see whether it is not as good as that in Philadel- 


phia or Kittery? We are entirely in the dark || Norris, Rusk, Seward, Sinith, Soulé, Sturgeon, Wales, and 


|| Winthrop—27. 


about it, 


Mr. YULEE, (in his seat.) Then there is the |, 


great cost of transportation. 
A Sewaror. uestion ! 
Mr. WALKER. I hope my very impatient 
friend will not faint till] have said what | intend 
to say. [Laugliter.] 
But, again, it must be borne in mind that this 


men to whom it is proposed to give the contract 


in San Francisco, and whose interest it is to make | 
the cost of the work at Pensacola just as high as | 


possible, it being the criterion by which the Pa- 
cific dry dock is to be computed. Here, then, we 


are, at the close of the session, about to impose || 
an expense upon the United States Government, || 


estimating it according toa criterion that is wholly 
fa!lacious, and the whole matter being in the hands 
of those whose interest it is to make the expense as 
great ae possible. 1 wish to deal justly with the 


whole country as well es with the Staie of Calt- || 


fornia. 1 believe the commerce of that country 


requires something of the kind, and | call upon | 
the Senators from California to join us in getting || 
word in the 257th line, inclusive. 


something like what is just to our own as well as 
to their Government. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 must say a very few words. 
1 concur very heartily with one of the suggstions 
of the Senator from eee: I think this contest 
has been a very unfair one. Nearly all the Naval 
Committee have not only given their own views 
and suggestions, but I believe each of them has 
gone into somewhat of a lengthy argument in re- 
lation to the construction ef a dry dock on the Pa- 
cific coast. 1 do not mean to detain the Senace by 
an argument, but I do mean to state that I consider 
thisa contest between stone and wood—between 
the opinions of some obsolete commodores who 
once built stone docks, and another class of indi- 
viduals who would avail themselves of the benefits 
and advantages of that system of structure which 
has been adopted by the commercial marine almost 
the world over. . 


Mr. YULEE, (in his seat.) The commercial 
marine has no basin. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The commercial marine, my 


friend says, has no basin. Well, sir, if gentlemen 
object to a basin in this dock, let them say so, and 
meet it upon that ground; but let them not object to 
the erection of a dock because there may be a basin 
connected with it. Now. I say, from evidence 
submitted to the public, and which has been seen 
by the Naval Committee, that this is a matter 
which has been tested throughout the continent 
of Europe. [tis not a question which remains to 
be rested in the sixty days between now and next 
December. Why, sir, the same argument for de- 
lay would come up then as now. Where are you 
to get any test any berter than that which we have 
already? 1 know of none. Now, sir, 1 join in 
going for adock -on that coast, and | want to aid 
in its commencement now, whatever may be the 
cost of construction, and whether it is to be with 
the basin or without it; and | hazard the opinion, 
whieh | trast b will not hereafter shrink to meet 
by any sum named, that if you put a stone dock 
te it will quadruple the cost of the kind pro- 
pore . 

The Senator from Florida talks about the cost 
of the Pensacola dock, and makes that a basis of 


Now, is it || 
certain--has anybody tested the foundation there | 








| dock. 


|| this atruciure. 
|| “* basin and railway, 


a 
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| the expense of this one on the Pacific. Why 
| does he not take the dock at New York, and refer 
| two or three millions of dollars, and is not done 
yet? It may be said that circumstances were un- 
| furtunate there, and the coat ran up toa little more 
than it ought. Very well; the same argument 
would apply to the dock at Florida, where they 
had not, to be sure, that firm foundation which 
Providence has made at New York and Philadel- 

hia. ° 
: With this view of the matter, 1] am going to 
| vote to retain the proposition contained inthe vill. 

Mr. BRIGHT asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The quesuon being taken upon the amendment, 
it was rejected—yeas 21, nays 27; as follow: 


YEA3—Messrs. Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, Bright, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Missi>sippi, Daw-ou, Dayton, 
| Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Feich, Mason, 


comb, and Yulee—2l. ; 
NAYS—Messrs Atchison, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Caza, 

Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Dickinson, Ewing, Foote, Frémont, 

| Greene, Gwin, Hate, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones, Mangum, 





| Mr. YULEE. I appeal to the Senate to con- 
| sider with favor the amendment which | offer now. 
| The great argument used in reference to building 
this dock was the immediate necessity for it, and 


|| our great objection was the great cost in carrying 
|| out the stone structure for the basis which is pro- 
|| posed by this contract. 
dock in Pensacola is in the hands of some gentie- | 


And now | submit to the 
Senate whether it will not be really due to the 
public interest to make at least this alteration in 
the provision? As it stands now, it provides for 
a floating dock, basin, and railway. 1 move to let 


| the floating dock stand, but to strike out the words | 
it being admitted by the | 


| ** basin and railway,” 


honorable Senator from California that there 13 no 
certainty of there being any stone upon that side 
| of the continent that will answer the purposes of 
1 move to strike out the words, 
* and that will leave the pro- 
| vision for the floaung dock. 

The question being taken upon this amendment 
by a division, it was rejected—ayes 17, noes 20. 

Mr. PEARCE. | move to strike out all after 
the word **contract,’’ in the 249th line, to the-last 
If we are to 
have this floating dry dock, without knowing what 
we are to do, let us, at least, separate the public 
service from. the private. Ido not want to see 
public structures devoted to private uses. We 
| never have heretofore built dry docks for the ben- 
| efitof private individuals. tis a new system, and 
| ® most pernicious one, I think. Now, suppose 
| that a merchant vessel should happen to be in the 
| duck at the ume that a national vessel should ar- 
| rive in need of repairs: you cannot turn the vessel 
out of the dock; her repairs must be completed. 
She may be in such a condition that-she would 
sink mstantly if she was to be taken out of the 
The national vessel will have to wait—the 
| tame no one can calculate—unul the merchant ves- 





| sel is repaired, and the dock ready for the recep- 


tion of, the national vessel. This is.a new thing, 
| a pernicious one, which | hope the Senate will not 
sanction. 

Mr.GWIN. There is an express provision 

| that the national vessel shall always have the pref- 
erence. ® 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 

| by a division it resuiced as follows: ayes 18, noes 
| 13—no quorum votung. 

Mr. PEARCE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. As the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and as this is a very important amend- 
ment, | wish to give one or two reasons why | shall 
vote to retain it as it is. Lf 1 understand the pro- 
visions of the bill now, the vessels of the United 
States always have the preference. That, asl un- 
derstand it, is in the law. 1 therefore see no ne- 
cessity for excluding from the use of this dock the 
merchant vessels that are there. 

Mr. PEARUE. The Secretary of the Navy 
cannot, by any contract that he may make, secure 


| such a provision as that the United States will al- 


ways have the preference. If merchant vessels 
must be taken into this dock for repairs, they must 
be repaired before they can be taken outof it. I 
repeat, that if there be a merchant vessel in the 


dock undergoing repairs at the ume when a na- 
ciouhdanal y come into port for repairs in that 


Milier, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Spruauce, Walker, Whit- : : : f 
|| confess that view strikes me with astonishment. 
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rame dock, she cannot be taken into the dock until 


the merchant vessel has her repairs complet 
| to that stone dock, which has already cost some | en ee 


she is taken out. ; ; 
There is 80 much shipping in those seas, that if 
it is permitted at all for merchant vessels to go into 
this dock, there will be some of thein in there the 
= part of the time. This is but a scheme of 
urnishing means for the repairs for the merchant 
vessels of the United States, which the Govern. 
ment ought never to do. This provision ought to 
be stricken out; for if you adoptit, you will but 
be making immense fortunes for those contractors, 
and the Government will, ninety-nine times out of 
one hundred, have to stand second chance, instead 
of having the preference, as this bill claims, for 
the United States Government. : 
Mr. HALE, I confess that it is with some as. 
tonishment | hear from the Senator from Maryland 
that his objection to this appropriation is, that it 
will be of some benefit to the mercantile service. | 


Mr. PEARCE. 
use my words. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot use the very words, but 
I have his idea. His objection is, that this meas. 
ure will benefit the mercantile service, by giving 
them the means of repairing their ships upon this 
dock. That is his objection to it, sir; that is a 
thing that commends itself to my favor—that while 
we are making an outlay for the benefit of the 
United States, we can do something for the private 
and mercantile marine. Sir, 1 hope that never 
will be considered an objection to any enterprise. 
Gentlemen do not entirely understand the nature 
of this structure. They seem to think that it is 
such that but a single vessel can be in it at once, 
Now, | understand the nature of the structure to 
be such, that it can take in several ships at the 
same time. 

Several Senators. Oh, no! no! . 

Mr. HALE. So I was informed, that this dock 
could take in more than one vessel, and that was 
the advantage over a stone dock. It is evident 
that the chairman of the committee on Naval Affairs 
does not understand this matter himself. 

Mr. YULEE. Will the honorable Senator give 
way for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I would rather finish my remarks 
now. They can take several ships at the same 
time into this basin. That is the great advantage 
of it, and that is one of the advantages that this 
structure has over a stone dock. Then, again, 
here is a provision that the Government shall at all 
tumes have preference. Well, sir, the contract of 
the Secretary of the Navy is to be based upon the 
assumption that the United States is to be free 
from the expense of keeping this dock in repair. 
Now, sir, it seems to me that if there is one single 
provision in this bill that ought to recommend itself 
to the prudent, patriotic, and understanding mind, 
it is this; because it does not look solely and en- 
tirely to the interests of the navy, but extends an 
eye to the interests of the citizens and the mercan- 
ule marine, while it carefully guards the Govern- 
ment from danger and expense, and still is calcu- 
lated to confer some benefit upon citizens. | trust 
that if there isa single idea in this bill that shall be 
retained, it will be this, though all the rest be 
stricken out. : 

Mr. PEARCE. I spoke not as the Senator has 
thought proper to attribute to me. He says I ob- 
jected to it because it conferred a benefit on the 
mercantile marine. 1 Said no such thing. I said 
that it would subserve the interests of private per- 
sons; and by those private persons | mean con- 
tractors. I think if we do this, we shall play into 
the hands of the contractors, and make fortunes for 
thenf. I should like to know whether it is right 
and proper for the Government to do it? I should 
think not. If we could give incidental benefi's to 
the merchant marine without violating great prin- 
ciples, | should have no objection to our doing so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think | understand the hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland to object to the 
provision which he proposes to strike out, because 
it may be injurious to the Government to allow it 
to be used by the commercial ine at certain 
times—that it may 80 be in times as to pre- 
clude the Government from using it when they 
ee ! te dope oe ve 
argument. Now I propose to saya single wo 
in reply to that. | think the Senator is mistaken— 
wholly, radically, and eae mistaken—in 

uggestion 


I will thank the Senator to 


the 8 which he made. is true that a 
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ional foating dock, large enough to float our 
“rgeat vessels, may be divided into different sec- 
“sas, and may take in merchant vessels—two or 
three of them at the same time. But I do not think 
ihat is the trae answer. The true answer is, that 
the repairs made upon our merchant vessels are 
completed in a very few days—at furthest in a very 
»w weeks. 1 venture to say that an inspection of 
gor docks im the city of New York, upon which 
oor merchant vessels are repaired, will show that 
ihe ships did not remain there on an average more 
than one week. If this be true, then the objection 
of the Senator from Maryland has no weight in it; 
for the arrangement under this section would be 
one from which the Government would sustain no 
igs or injury. {tis simply a proposition that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall be allowed to authorize 
ertain persons, who shall give proper security, 
io use their dock, when the Government shall not 
want to use it, in repairing our merchant marine, 
on our coast near California, If we had a different 
method of repairing our veseels, it might be inju- 
rious, but still | do not know but that even upon 
the Atlantic coast it might bé a good plan to con- 
tract for the docks to be kept in repair, and thus 
save expense to the Government. It may not be 
sdopted here; but upon that distant coast, where 
there are none of the additional improvements for 
repairing that we have here, where there are such 
vast feets of our merchantmen, it would be best 
to retain it. I do trust that this isa part of the 
bill that will commend itself to the judgment of 
every man who feels in his heart—who will de di- | 
rected in his course by those interests which will 
rolect our commerce in those distant seas, 

Mr.GWIN. I wish to say a word that may 
remove the objections of the Senator from Mary- 
land. The area of the Norfolk dock—two hundred 
and ten by sixty feet—is twelve thousand six hun- 
dred square feet. The California dock is proposed 
to be three hundred and fifty by ninety feet—the 
same size of the dock at Pensacola, of an area of 
thirty-one thousand five hundred square feet, or 
pearly three times as large as the Norfolk dock, 
and can take in it thirteen ships of the largest size 
at the same time. 

Mr. YULEE, Why, that is the most aston- 
ishing statement I ever heard in the world. 

Mr.GWIN. lL have it from the chairman of 

¥ the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE.. I will explain the matter to the 
honorable Senator, for it iscertainly the most won- 
derful statement ever made. Why, everybody 
knows that the floating dock—the floating struc- 
ture—can only take up one vessel atatime. Why, 
everybody who has seen them knows that. I will 
tell you, however, what they propose. They pro- 
pose, as a scheme which has never yet been tried, 
to make railways. 

Mr. HALE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to tell him that I have seen two vessels upon a 
dock at the same time myself? 

Mr. YULEE, The Senator may have seen two 
small vessels upon a large dock, 

Mr. HALE. They were merchantmen. 

Mr. YULEE, Very well; they were probably 
small merchantmen. But it is proposed to build 


























inte a dock for the purpose of stopping a ‘leak 


| a8 those vessels which compose our fleets. 


which is suddenly discovered. She may be taken 
into a stone duck, and the repairs made, and she 





and provisions, and it is to be hoped that u may 
be done in this floating dock. But it cannot be 
done if a merchant vessel is in the dock, and you 
have to wait for her to be finished. {tis proposed, 
however, to take that merchant vessel out on the 
railway. Now, this is to be done only by the ap- | 
plication of very great power; and it is very cer- | 
tain that the owners of these private vessels, when | 
they once get into the dock, are not going to allow | 
their vesseis to run the risk of a transfer upon these 
ralways. This mauer of railway is a mere mat- | 
ter of experiment, 
Mr. COOPER. I have one word to say in re- | 
gard to the argument of the Senator from Maine, | 


little ume to repair. 
one that many of our merchant vessels are ae 
They || 
often want as much and as thorough repair as the 
vessels composing our national marine, and they | 
require just as much time to repair. Now, it 1s || 
not so that thirteen or fourteen vessels can be || 
docked and repaired at once; and you have only to ] 
refer to the statement made by the Senator from Ual- || 
| ifornia to see that it is impossible. He states the 

Norfolk dock to be two hundred and ten feet long | 
by sixty feet wide. Now, do we not all know 
that one of our first class packet ships would be all || 
that could be taken into one of th: se docks at one | 
time? They are often one hundred and eighty feet 
| long, and thirty, and perhaps more than thirty feet || 
wide; and it would be impossible to take in more |, 
than one in such a dock as the one at Norfulk. |) 
Now, this is the objection that is urged against || 
having these docks open to private vessels. 1 have | 
no kind of hesitation in doing everything that can 

| be properly done in order to facilitate commerce, 

and to give to those engaged in commerce all the | 
facilities that are requisite. But, sir, suppose a || 
ship wanting large repairs were to be docked for || 








|| could not be displaced for any such purpose. Now, 





railways of sufficient size to take these vessels out 
of the water, for it is impossible for any other than 
a naval vessel to be got up in a sectional or any 
other dock; it is out of the question. Everybody 
who knows anything about it knows that a vessel 
must extend nearly the whole length of the dock, 
and it would be impossible for another vessel to be 
got in atthe same time. But to get thirteen ves- 
sels upon it at the same time, they have a scheme 
of railways, as they call it. They propose to have 
railways, and then transfer the vessels from thé 
floating dock on to these railways, and if they 
succeed in that they may be able to take thirteen 
vessels upon tha:. Now, that is an entire matter 
of experiment, and it is very doubtful whether it 
can be done at all, or safely done. It ia certain 
that we would be unwilling to trust one of our 
heavy ships of the navy upon such a structure. If 
they make a railway, it must bea marine railway, 
intended to answer all the purposes of a floating 
dock. That is what*they mean when they say 
they can accommodate more than one vessel. 

_ The Senate will perceive how true and how right 
la the objection made by the Senator from Mary- 
lend. Very often it may be necessary for the pu 
lic interest that a vessel, with all her qanes her 
armament, and ammunition on board, be taken 


the purpose of repairs—I mean one of our private | 
vessels—could it be removed for a national vessel 
| that required repairs? In certain circumstances, | 
| where the repairs might be trifling, it might give 
place to a national ship if the repairs were neces- 
| wary toit. But it might be in such a state that it 





| 1 do not know that the Government is bound to 
provide facilities of this kind for private vessels at | 
the expense of national vessels. All that may be | 
| done without prejudicing the national vessels may 
be properly done; but beyond that we ought not 
to go. | am willing that they should. receive all || 
the incidental advantages they can from this or 
| any other appropriation; but | am not willing that 
| the national Treasury should be made bankrupt in | 
| order to advance the fortunes of private individ- | 
| uals. It is not so atall, thata great number of || 
| these vessels can be docked at the same time. || 
Several small vessels might be, but not large ves- |) 
sels. | 
Mr. SEWARD. The argument in favor of | 
| striking out this portion proceeds upon twogrounds 
| —one that the United States have not as high a |, 
| responsibility to discharge towards the mercantile | 
| marine, and the other that it has not as much in- | 
terest in the mercantile marin® as it has in the | 
national marine. Now, I understand it to be the | 
duty of the United States to regulate commerce, |, 
and that the Government is charged with the re- || 
| sponsibility of providing all that is necessary for 1 
| the repair of vessels on the Pacific, as well of the |, 
| commercial as of the national marine. It certainly |, 
has as high an interest in it; for it connects itself | 
immediately with the revenue of the country, upon | 
| which the Government depends for its subsistence. 
If this be so, then it is right for Congress—there | 
being no other provision for the merchant marine.. 
—to open their dry dock for that purpose, espe- || 
cially if it can be done- without serious inconve- | 
| nience to the public marine. ‘Now, we know the 
fact that there is no such provision there for the | 
merchant marine; and is thereany immediate pros- | 
| pect that there will be one established by pri- 
vate enterprise? What, then, will be the conse- 
quence of refusing the advantages of this dock to 
our merchant vessels? Not only our commerce 
on the Pacific cost, but with China, is deprived of 
the benefits growing out of such an establish 








on the Pacific ocean. 
ere obliged, if wanting repairs, to go around Cape 
Horn to be repaired, and if they are not in a con- 
ve sent off to sea without unloading her armament | dition to make the voyage they are lost. 


| pedient to make this regulation. 


| say they have not had quite time enough. 
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Vessels coming from China 





therefore, it seems to me, an indispensable neces- 
sity to provide such an establishment on the Pa- 
cific coast. 
gate the placid Pacific, but could not endure the 
| Voyage around the Horn. Then it seems to 


These vessels may well enough navi- 


me that the only question which is presented is 
whether sufficient care is taken in this bil) to pro- 
vide that public vessels shall have the preference. 
I cannot imagine how that could be provided for 


' 

| more strongly than it is in the last clause of the 
| section, viz: 
| 


“When not occupied by vessels of the navy, to which 
preference shall at ali times be given.’? 


Now, | submit that those who are opposed to 


which, it seems to me, is a most extraordinary || this provision are bound to submit some other 
| one—viz: that a merchant vessel requires but a 
Now, it is known to every || that is all which is necessary. 


form of words to secure the same preference, and 


The question being then taken on the amend- 
ment, it was lost—yeas 23, naye 25; as follow: 


YEAS—Meeasrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Bright, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missisei; pi, 


| Daxson, Dayton, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Hunter. King, 
| Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, Turney, Walker, 
| Whtteomb, and Yulee —93. 


NAY3—Mesers. Baldwin, Benton, Cass, Chase, Dir kin- 
sen, Ewing, Foote, Frémoat, Greene, Gwin, Hale, Homan, 
Houston, Jones, Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
Stith, Suulé, Sturgeon, Wales, and Winthrop—25. 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. MASON. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Bapeer,] a member of the Commitice 


|| on Indian Affairs, prepared an amendment, which 


| offer im his absence at his request—io strike out 
lines 110 and 111, as follow: 
“ Provided, That flogging in the navy be, and the same is 
hereby, abolished from and after the passage of this avt.”’ 
The subject was somewhat discussed at a form- 
er session of Congress, and a very decided vote 


| taken in the Senate against abolishing that rule of 
| the service. 


Now, | wish to say to the Senate 
that a vast number of memorials were sent to the 
Naval Committee from some of the eastern States 
on this subject, and | think some from the State 


| particularly represented by the Senator from New 


Hampshire, over the way. 
Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) A very few. 
Mr. MASON. ‘The committee took the sub- 


| ject very early into consideration, and requested 
|| the Secretary of the Navy to issue circulars and 


diffuse them as far as practicable among the naval 
and commercial marine, for the purpose of obtain- 
ing information upon this subject, in the hope that 


| when a report is made upon it the sound public 
|, mind of the country will be satisfied that it will be 


found utterly impolitic and guinous 'o the service 

to abolish flogging in the navy, and in hopes that 

the Naval Committee will have it in their power 

to furnish such a report—such a work as was fur- 
nished upon a kindred subject, the abolition of the 

Sunday maile The committee will not be abte, \ 
however, to furnish any more proof for the prea- 
ent; and until that is done it will be highly inex- 

I am informed 

by naval officers, corroborated by testimony wow 

in the possession of the Naval Committee, and it 
is also corroborated by the experience of all the 
navies in the world, th t it would be utterly im- 
practicable to have an efficient navy without this 
mode of punishment. I hope, therefore, that the 
Senate will strike out this provision. 

Mr. HALE. This subject, in various ways, 
has been before the two Houses of Congress ever 
since | first had the honof of a seat in either House 
—some seven years ago. [ hold in my hand an 
executive document, (No. 51,) of date February 8, 
1349, in which the results of the system for three 
years are given to us, with the name of every man, 
and the punishment inflicted; and the continued 
ery from the Naval Committee, from the time that 
this subject was first broached to the present, hae 
been, we have not had time enough to examine it. 
The naval bill has generally been ‘brought up at 
the close of the session, and then the committee 
Well, 
sir, in addition to these facts, which have been 
laid upon our tables and printed for the last three 
years, making returne which are printed, | held in 
my hand a book which may be called ““The Chron- 
icles of the Cat-o’-nine-tails,”” published by your 
order; and with this evidence accumulating upon 


| 


ment || your tables every year, the Neval Committee yet 
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tel! ue that they have not had time enough to con- | the country in which we live: to the reproach 
sider and digest a plan for its substitution. Well, || of the eivilization and the Christianity of the day, 
sir, this report shows this singular fact, that the || has the Senate of the United States interposed it- 
great argument that the advocates of the cat-o’- || self for the preservation of this relic of barbarity. 
nine-tails used wpon this floor, that if you put a || Now, [ do hope that the Senate will vote down 
ship out at sea you must invest the commander | this amendment proposed to this biil; that they 
with absolute power, or he could not be able to || will not consent to amend it in that feature which, 
— his aeorenens ge - meen veeee | ye eee aerate ~ ound aa 
wholly upon necessity arising from the ur- || bill, commends it to our favor. I am wi 
pee et ar the case, that the ship is at sea; yet I find |, say now and here, that if the alternative was pre- 
from this report that the report of the receiving || sented to me to lose every other section and word 
ship Pennsylvania, which has not been at sea, but || and letter of the bili and save this, or to lose this and 
has been lying at the wharves within protection, || save the rest, | could not hesitate a moment; for | 
and where no such necessity prevails—that report || believe that we should do more, vastly more, for 
0 this mE ee Cg te vn lo ieee | the benefit of oer ener - the —_ of 
the retfirns of the ship Pennsylvania, fifty-five | our country, and for our national gl ry and repu- 
men on shore—that is, in this receiving ship, where 
this necessity does not exist which exists at sea— | posed to be stricken out, than by any bill which 
were subjected to this degrading and bratal punish- || will be adopted at this late day of the session. 
ment of the cat-o’-nine-tails, corn men!—a |; But | will not occupy any more time upon the sub- 
little more than one a week, Now, what was the | ject at present, 
result of that discipline upon that crew for the year Mr. DAWSON. Before the questien is taken, 
1846? Why, they improved so well under it, that || | desire to know whether any of the sailors have 
the captain found it necessary, in the year 1847, 
to inflret the cat-o’-nine-tails ane hundred and fifiy- 
one times, or three times a week! More requires 
more—fifty-five in oné year, and one hundred and 
fifty-one in the next! Well, sir, what improve- 
ment ded the crew exhibit after being subjected to 
this discipline for two years—once a week for the 
firat year, and three times a week for the next? 
Why, in 1848 I find that the captain deemed it |) 
necessary to inflict the same punishment two hun- | 
dred and thirty-nine times! Well, sir, that shows 
the effect of thie discipline. It is said also that it 
is only a few skulking, cowardly rascals, that will 
not do the work, that get this flogging. Now, 

e || of the Navy. 


look through this boqk, and you will find all th 
names that are recorded in these “chronicles,”’ | Hampshire presented any other plan by which the 
and you will hardly find one recorded twice. Let | navy can be governed? What punishment will 
me read a few to show how they go. * || you substitute for the sailors on board ship? Other 
[Here the honorable Senator read from a list of || corporal punishments, or death?—for you have 
names which the Reporter was unable to obtain.] | not abolished banging, which is a much more 
You will find hardly a name that ia repeated. it || serious punishment than flogging. And if hanging 
would seem that it was necessary to go through || 1s to be kept as one of the punishments, the con- 
the crew before they began the second time. So || sequence will be that you will increase the number | 
that that remark as to the “ cowardly, skulking || who will be punished by condign punishment 
rascels’’ is not true, for the record shows that it is || more than you will diminish it. 
not true. I think, if there was time, the Senate || Mr. President, the whole experience of our | 
would be amused to see the crimes for which this || navy and the desire of hundreds of ships is for | 
crew were punished. I find one here for which a | 
considerable company, e considerable portion of || of the Senator from New Hampshire, founded | 
the crew, were punished, and | will tell you what || upon what he supposes to be philanthropy, is 
it was for; it was for stealing champagne. [Laugh- || wrong in fact. If you do not-keep subordination | 
ter.] They were flogged most outrageously for | in the navy, those who violate their duty will re- | 
that. It seems aa if that was the unpardonable || duce the character of those who necessarily asso- 
sin for which there was no forgiveness here or || ciate with them. IL shall vote in favor of striking | 
~ hereafter. [Laughte,] Well, sir, L apprehend || out this amendment. 
that the fact will be found that the necessity for Mr. YULEE, | wish t3 say a very few words 
the continuance of this brutalizing system results || upon this mater. 
from the fact that there is too much champagne in | should explain the motion made by my colleague 
the cabin. [Laughter.] Take that away fromthe || upon the committee. The Senator from New | 
cabin, and you will not need so much of the cat- || Hampshire is mistaken in his impression as to the | 
o’-nine-taila in the forecastie. | history of this matter. There have been spas- 
Sir, how has this thing been received by the || modic ebuilitions, both of eloquence and passion, 
House of Representatives? Constantly by an || inthe two Houses, for several years past, upon this 
overwhelming and increasing majority. Year afier || matier; but it never assumed a shape which called 
year have they listened to the movings of an en- || for action until this session. At the last session 
lightened hamanity upon this subject, and year af- | there was an amendment sent here from the House 
ter year has this Sonate stood here as the bulwark || similar to this; and it was stricken out by the 





| 
{| 

} 

| abiding and proper-deportment people on our ves- 
|| sels are not in favor of this kind of punishment; 
|| whether the moral portion of our seamen, or rather 
|| of our navy, are not in favor decidedly of having 
| this punishment, continued, and those men who 
|| fail to discharge their duty flogged into a discharge 
|| of it. 





his duty; and if you punish him by confinement, 


| the part of those who conform to the requisitions 





| tation, by enacting the proviso which is now pro- | 


petitioned Congress for the purpose of repealing | 
this law; whether the more intelligent and law- || 


{| eo on board ship. 
0 


if you abolish this law, the trifling, low, | 
and disorderly sailor will be unwilling to discharge | 


| it will only be a pleasure and comfort to him, and | 
| thereby you increase the labor to be performed on | 


Has the gentleman from New | , ) ; . 
|a practice which the immemorial ‘law of every 


the continuation of this law; and the impression | 


I think it is very proper that | || 





of the cat-o'-nine-tails, 1 do trust that the time || Senate, with the general understanding that at this 
has now come when we are about to assume an- || session the Comfffitiee on Naval Affairs would take 
other position; that we will not throw ourselves || up the subject, examine it, and report upon it. 
as a stumbling-block in the way of the advances || The subject has been referred in a formal way, in 
of che humanity of the age in which we live. We || a way to attsact attention, at this session. A great 
have been engaged now nearly the whole session || number of memorials from the New England 
for interests of another character, and for those || States, New York, and Pennsylvania—printed 
that are subjected to a discipline of another kind; || memorials which have been circulated—fell into 
and | do ask that, when we have done so much to || the committee. As stated by the Senator fiom 
heal the ‘‘ bleeding wounds”’ of a violated Consti- Virginia, a mémber of the committee, we took 
tatica, the Senate of the United States will not | early measures for obtaining such information as 
consent that the bleeding wounds of the lacerated || would enable us to give to the Senate a matured 
backs of the white citizens of this republic shall be || judgment upon the subject, and such intelligence 
longer submitted to this brutalizing punishment. | || as would enable us to act ur*” this important 
do hope that this Senate will not be the refuge and | question of discipline with ‘ull resard for the in- 
hiding-place of the cat-o’-nine-tails Eee | terests of the service, 

Why should we put it off any longer? hy de- || The history of this service, as the Senate is quite 
lay itlonger? What do the Committee on Naval | aware, has prevented our digesting the mass of 
Affairs tell ue that they mean to do? Do they | materials which came into our hands in time for 
mean to discentinue this practice? No, sir; they || action now. All that we propose is, that it shall 
tell we that they -_ want time to hunt up a re- | be separated from this connection, in which it does 
port to give the public an excuse for not abolishing | not belong, in order that at the next session we 
ut. Well, we have waited long enough—year af- | j 


may take up the subject upon its merits, and may 
ter year, and year after year, io the reproach of cchnpainintodidianaal iously and finally. 


_ There is reason connected. with the remark, 
| juxtaposition of the proviso as it stands in the bull 


iety of Striking 


which will at once show the prop: 
it out. It reads in this way: 

“ Por transportation of the United 
Naw so. and Liverpool, 

eans, Havana, and and beiw 

some points in the Territory of Oregon, Sera.500, ant td 
That no payment shall be made for said service, exe. aed, 
proportion to the mail service heretofore performed, orn. 
may be hereafter performed; and that the Secretary af - 
Navy is hereby directed tomake payment in said pro oe 
only: Provided, That flogging in the navy be, and ieee 
is hereby, abolished from and after the passage of this a... 


his acy.» 

There is a private appropriation to carr 
contract, and before the aporeptiaitod ean be eke 
the Secretary of the Navy must wait until the yea, 
is out to know whether a man has been flogged i 
the navy; and if there has been, he can pay out no 


part of this money. 
few words with regard 


States mail be 
between New York and Ren 


But [ wish to say a very 
to the merits of this matter. There seems to be 
| great misapprehension upon this subject. Ther. 

is no regulation now existing which author 
flogging in the road ff 
| rests upon a law o 





' 29 
[t is nota punishment which 


Congress to give it authori: 
| in the Navy Department. It is @ part of the dis. 
It rests upon the authority 
the commanders, which operates as well op 
board the commercial marine as in the navy, |; 
is unlimited in respect to the commercial marine 
but has been limited with great care by the regula. 
tions heretofore adopted by Congress, and other 
regulations issued by the department upon its own 
authority. It is limited to a degree to which the 
same practice in our merchant service is not |im- 
ited; because there itis limited only by the discre. 
| tion of the courts, and here it is limited by express 
enactments to protect the seamen from the abuse of 


| commercial country has introduced on board the J 
ships at sea. The law rests this punishment upon 
| the same ground upon which it rests that punish- 
ment as inflicted by the parent upon his child, by 
the teacher upon his pupil, and hy the master upon | 
his apprentice, It rests it upon necessity—upon 
| the necessary subordination and discipline which § 
| involve the lives and safety of all on board, and all 
the property intrusted to their care. 
Now, sir, inasmuch as the practice of the navy 
connects itself indispensably with the commercial 
ractice, and inasmuch as it will be necessary to 
egislate in reference to that at the same time, the 
jurisdiction of Congress covering the commercial 
marine as well as the naval marine, I addressed 
circulars to the representatives of the commercial 
interests of the country, and to the organs of that 
interest in the commercial associations of the cour- 
try. The result has been that they unanimously, 


|| in all the ports in which there has been any foreign 


commerce, condemn the attempt to change the 
practice as now observed on board ship, and as 
sustained by the courts, as fraught with the great- 
est danger to the commercial interests of the coun- 
try. If we go into a portof New England, from 
which a vast number of these memorials have 
come, we shall find that they have been sent by 
persons who know nothing of the effect of the re- 
form of which they speak. I sought from the 
Senator from Massachusetts, who sits on the other 
side the farthest from me, [Mr. Davis,} the intelli- 
gence of the opinions of the great body of the 
commercial classes there with regard to the aboll- 
tion of corporal punishment in the navy and in 
the commercial marine. In reply he gave to me 
the name of the ** Bosion Marine Society,”’ which 
is composed of old shipmasters, who have become 
disconnected with the service at sea, and who rep- 
resent the commercial and admiralty interests of 
the navigating marine of that section of the coun- 
try. Here is the reply, I wrote to them, because 
the Senator from Massachusetts informed me that 
I could get the best and most reliable information 
from them, as they were the most experien 

upon the subject. They have all risen from the 
condition of tars; for it is well known that cap- 
tains all rise from the condition and pass through 
the discipline of tars. They do not enter by the 
cabin windows, but by the port-holes. The agen 
of that society, whom I addressed, writes me 
this effect: 





; . at 
Se and commerce wows 
to be legally forbidden,” &c. 
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mr. HALE. Who is that signed by? 

mr. YULEE. By “ Richard Soulé, president 
gf the Boston Marine Society, and chairman of 
ihe Board of Trustees.” { have also information 
fom chambers of commerce and from a variety of 
jurces. We have taken pains to procure infor- 
pation from the best sources—the opinions of sea- 
men in the navy—and the result to which our in- 
formation brings us is, that the intelligent, and 
fithful, and honest portion of the seamen in the 
mvy are opposed to the abolition of corporal 

ashmert, as a means by which the skuskers 
would be able to throw upon the good men all the 
iabors of the voyage, and ali the fatigue, hazara, 
wdexposare. I[t ts probable that the committee 
will be able—indeed I know it is the intention of 
the committee to recommend further restrictions 
and certain modifications. We have obtained in- 
formation of the pratice as it exists in all the na- 
vies of the world, and we shall be able to throw 
before the Senate and the country an amount of 
information which will be eminently useful. There 
is very little time now to spare; and we ask, for 
the sake of the important branch of the service 
which may be very much jeoparded and injured 
by injudicious and hasty legislation, that this pro- 
riso may be stricken out, which may very te | 





be done, 1f upon no other ground, upon this; that 
itis connected with an appropriation to which it 
does not belong, and which it would defeat, if 
permitted to remain as it stands now. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator permit me | 
to say that we shall probably have to act upon 
the appropriation bill during the time left between 
this and twelve o’clock to-night? 1 desire to vote 
upon the amendment by striking out the proviso. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is the very thing | wish 
to prevent. { will detain the Senate but a moment. 
| have taken a great deal of pains to investigate this 
matter; and if it were not at the eve of the se&sion, 
| should certainly inflict a speech upon the Senate, 
but | will not now. | wish, however, to reply very | 
briefly to what fell from the honorable Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] and also to what 
has been said by the honorable Senator from Flor- 
ida, [Mr. Yuree.} The honorable Senator from 
Georgia makes the inquiry, Who are the individ- 
uals in the community who are in favor of the 
abolition of the system of flogging in the navy? 
I answer, for those whom I represent, they em- 
brace all classes; all creeds in religion; all parties | 
in politics; from those who are least up to those 
who are most intelligent of any men found in our 
community. They ask it. They look upon it, as 
} do,as being a reproach that any man should 











stand up, at this age of the world, and demand 
corporal punishment at this day. Such is the 
feeling of that community; and it isa feeling in 
which I participate. 1 admit that I am actuated by 
these feelings—feelings which prevail in the com- 
munity in which [ reside, Scourge an Amer- 


ican citizen in this age of the world, as if the best | 


road to reach his heart was from the end of the 
cat-o’nine-tails! No, sir. In the section of the 
country where I reside we certainly have no belief 
in its necessity, and have no sympathy in its in- 
fliction. 

There a been ‘‘spasmodoc efforts,” says 
the Senator from Florida, to break off this sys- 
tem. Spasmodic, indeed! it was in the House, 
when, by a majority of about 130, I think, upon 
the yeas and nays, this provision was incorpora- 
ted in this bill. 

_ Another objection is, that the proviso is con- 
tingent upon another thing. To that I have no 
answer, Certainly it is not contingent upon it; 
for the bill provides that the thing shall be done, 
and not upon the contingency named in the pre- 
ceding part of the section—nothing like it. 

{ am justified in saying that some of the oldest 
and most valiant officers who ever fought under 
the stars and stripes have told us clearly and dis- 
tinetly that this odious relic of barbarism should 

swept from our law—Commodore Stewart, than 
whom a more gallant and patriotic man does not 
live in the Union. 

Mr. YULEE (in his seat.) We have acommu- 
nication from Commodore Stewart which is not 
80 unqualified. — 

Mr. HAMLIN. I donot wish to make it un- 
qualified. Then we are told that this is not the 
proper place for it; we must strike it out because 
thia is not the proper bill. You will never find 


| 





| 
| 


| 





been used to its infliction—who have been trained 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the proper bill or the proper occasion. The only | ropes were used—-two dozen being the maximum. 


way to reach that abuse is to put the remedy in| 
some bill where we shall have some aid in carry- 
ing it through to prevent the opposition which 
there is against it. But f think the Senator from 
Florida is entirely wrong when he refers to other 
nations. I have not the memorandum with me 
which I made upon a full examination of this 
matter, but I am very confident that I am right.in 
saying thatthe French, years ago, have abolished 
the infliction of corporal punishment in their 
navy. I understood the Senator to say that it | 
was inflicted in ali other navies. No, sir; be it 

said to the honor of the French people, that they 





their navy, and have incorporated into their law 
a provision that a French citizen shall not be | 
scourged. 

Mr. DAWSON. They once abolished flogging 
in the French navy, but it has been restored since. 

Mr. HAMLIN, (continuing.) Then it has been 
very recently. If it has been restored, I am not 
aware of it. 
—within the last few months. 

Again: this is the first amendment that is to 
be adopted. 
principles of which I favored, acting under the re- 
quest of the Committee on Finance. 
against them for the purpose of keeping this a 
clean bill, and letting it pass. 
this will not be an exception to that general rule. 

Another thing: of all the people we have in 
our community, the few to be found in favor of 
scourging American citizens are those who have 


to it in the service. ‘hese are the only ones to 
be found asking for it—shipmen, trained to it from 
the day they first trod the deck—the commodore 


of the fleet! It is strange, indeed, if he has not 


learned to believe it is necessary to scourge a man | 


to make him to do right. Sir, treat your sailors 
like men. Refuse them the opportunites of be- 
coming intoxicated, and you will do away with a 
reat deal of the necessity for the cat-o’-nine-tails. 
Treat them as men, and as men they will behave. 
It is an assumed position upon the part of all who 
desire to retain this odious system, that the inter- 
ests of the service demand it. Let the other side 
be heard now. We say it is not necessary. We 
say there are no demands, either from interest, 
justice, or propriety, that require the infliction of 
this punishment. You have had one side of it for 
a century almost; now let us try the other side, 
| and see if the assumption is true. Let us see if 
| the sailors will not behave as well without the 
| stimulus of the lash. 


i 


| result of the experiment in New York. The Le- 


| gistature of New York abolished punishment by || look for some substitute for it. 


| stripes in the prisons of New York. lt was pre- 
| viously a part of their prison discipline. The re- 
port of the superintendent shows that the punish- 
ment substituted for it had been the occasion of 
producing insanity to an enormous extent, 30 that 
he was obliged to recommend that stripes be 
adopted again as a part of the prison discipline. 
He attributes eight cases of insanity at Auburn to 


The same has been the result in other cases. | 


refer to it for the purpose of showing that it is a 1 


delicate subject which we are handling. In the 
French navy what was the- substitute? It was 
keelhauling. They lashed a man by a rope to a 
yard-arm, and fastened a rope to his feet, and thus 
they hauled him under the keel of the vessel, and 
brought him up upon the other side. Such were 
the cruel substirutes adopted for the stripes; this 
and other equally horrible and inhuman punish- 
ments. It is absolutely necessary that some such 
punishment should be adopted for this reason: A 
shipean only carry to sea the néceasary men for her 
use, and solitary confinement draws the men from 
the service—the men who are necessary for the 
safe navigation of the vessel. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was about to mention, among 
other things, the fact, stated by the Senator from 
Florida, of the nature of the punishments substi- 
tuted in the French navy. A few years ago they 
abolished stripes and substituted a series of pun- 
ighments, of which keelhanling is one. here 


Hl e 
| ments to take its place. 
|| have any as effectual. 


| hment is always flogging. 
have stricken out the rules which allowed it in || 


| irons to keeping 
| bounty—an indulgence to him, and a penalty upon 
| those who continued to do their duty, by throwing 
| upon them the burdens of the others. 

I have made a very recent inquiry | 


| false philanthropy and sickly 
|| Why, sir, these men are not babies. 
I voted against amendments, the | 
| a8 an unusual one would be. 
I have voted | 


1 do hope now that || 


Mr. PEARCE obtained the floor, but gave | 


ay to 
Mr. YULEE. I wish to statea fact which may | 
| be useful perhaps in the argument; and it is the | 


| found in other punishments now used, 
| and implicit obedience is required from the sailor, 
|, and the safety of the crew depends upon it. 
|| may substitute punishments enough which will be 
| found efficient in thearmy. You must have some 
|| other. 


| must go to the system of rewards. 
the panishments which were substituted for stripes. | 


| sooner or later, we must meet it. 


‘| venting him from being reémployed. 


! when 
| 





were many classes of lighter offences, in which || gentlemen on shove who think that flogging in the 
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—— 


I am opposed to abolishing flogging in the navy 
until we have a well-adjusted system of punish- 

i doubt whether we can 
I do nt know what pun- 
ishments could be adopted which would answer 


| the purpose and be less severe. This bill substi- 
|| tutes nothing. We know that the officers of the 


navy have not been in the habit of using any other 
punishment than flogging. There are some six~- 


| teen cases which are tried by court martial, the 


punishment of which is hanging, or such other 
punishment as they may direct. That other pun- 
If you abolish flog- 
ging, you will hang these sailors, because there 
will be no discretion. There will be no other means 
of punishment. As to confinement in irons, 2 
skulking sailor would infinitely prefer being in 
watch on deck. It would be a 


This will be the effect brought about by your 
sentimentality. 
This pun- 
ishment is not an offensive one and torture to them 
I have heard of an 
officer who pronounced the sentence upon a suilor 
that he should be dressed up in a woman's clothes, 
with a bonnet on his head. He remonstrated with 
the captain until he found that the captain insisted 
upon it, and then the man walked overboard and 
drowned himself. I have in my possession a me- 
morial from forty-five of the crew of the United 


| States steamer Union, praying the department that 


corporal punishment might be continued in the 
navy, for the very reason that if abolished the 
good men would have to do their own work and 
the work of the others also. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 havea very few 
words to say. { think the Senator from Florida 
has pointed out very justly the extraordinary con- 
nection in which w find this provision. It i# at- 
tached a8 a condition to a contract to carry the 


| mails, with which it can have no possible connec- 
| ton, 


1 think it would have the efféct which the 
Senator has stated. I[t should be brought forward 
as a substantive proposition; and then there should 
be a condition attached to that ssbstantive propo- 
sition. I have no doubt~and | have some time 


| since come to the conclusion—that a feeling at the 


North required the abolition of flogging in the 
navy, and that, sooner or later, We must arrive at 
that result. It is not a movement in the navy. 
The officers of the navy, and the seamen them- 
selves, do not generate this movement; but there 
is a feeling which prompts it. Those who are in- 
terested in resisting it are the seamen afloat. They 
have no power-to resist it; and the consequence is, 
that I have no doubt it will be carried. But when 
we abolish flogging in the navy, it is necessary to 
It is not to be 
Prompt 


You 


None that | know of can be of any avail. 
You must, then, take the other extreme. You 
In reflecting 
upon this subject, | have become satisfied that, 
I believe that 
the manner by which it can be done is to increase 
the pay of the sailor of the navy of the United 


|| States to something materially over the pay he 
|| could get upon an 
|| @ punishment, an 


marine vessel, so as to make it 
a severe punishment, to dismiss 
| him from the navy, a dishonorable discharge pre- 
Now, sir, 
gentlemen will bring forward a substantive 
proposition, with some suitable provision annexed 


|| to itas a condition, sach as | have stated, then | shall 


be willing to surrender gracefully to what | know 
to be the power. But | cannot consent to annex 


| 
| 


| this provision to a mere appropriation for a con- 


tract for carrying the mails. 
| This system has so jong prevailed that it is not 


|| felt by those tars who have won our battles apon 
| the sea, as a disgrace. Those things are conver 


tional, Tell the sailor that he is unable to endure 
the punishment of a sailor, and he resists it with 
that manly pride which the Senator from Ma/y- 
land spoke of. He has none of the feeling of those 
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réguiar manner is a disgrace. But the feeling || 


ashore is to. prevail. 


ecourging an,American citizen is to him a disgrace, | 


from those not sympathizing with the feeling, and 
not understanding the sentiments of the sailor. I 
kaow that this is to be carried out, 
that it he carried out discreetly. 


the argument of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, derived from what is supposed to 
have teen the result of the policy adopted in regard 


to thie ounishment in the prisons of the State of || 


New York. The whole number of prisoners ia 
something less than 2,000. There was a struggle 


| 
i 


} 


Mr. YULEE, in order to amend the section 


We are to haveacry that | before it could be stricken out, moved to insert, 


**and on board veasels of commerce,’ and de- 
manided the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, and the 


l only ask |; amendment was adopted upon division—ayes 25, 


|| noes 13. 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not rise to enter into this || 
debate at all, but barely to make a statement, | proviso as amended; and, being taken, resulted as 
which T think it necessary to make, in regard to || follows: 


| 


i Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, 


} 


for twenty years to abolish this punishment in the || 
prisons, which was resisted upon the ground that || 


discipline could not be maintained. 


Five or ten || 


years ago the use of this punishment was prohib- || 


ited, and it has never been resorted to since. There 
has nevertheless been, during that time, the same 
quiet, the same order, that prevailed before, Public 
sen'iment seems to have entirely acquiesced in the 


| 
| 


| 


i 


reform which has been made, as useful, humane, || 


and benevolent, The first argument that [ have 


ever heard against it was that of the Senator from || 
Florida, who read from the report of one of the | 
wardens of one of the prisons, and drew an infer- | 
ence from that report, that it was the judyment of || 
that officer that it is expedient to return to the old || 


sysiem. 


| heg leave to aay-to him, without de- || 
taining the Senate, that a more careful perusal of || 


that document would show that the punishment || 
substituted was the use of the shower-bath ; and || 
thet the evil complained of is, that the mode of || 


spplying it has been so unnecessarily harsh as to 


have resulted in producing, as the keeper supposed, | 
insanity in these eight cases; and the keeper goes | 
on ta say that he had, therefore, in a great degree, | 
discontinued that form of punishment, and had || 
resorted to solitary confinement as a substitute, |) 


which had been successful. 


Senator from Florida, therefore, was based merely | 


upen the fact that, having occasiun to find some 


the first instance, arrived at that which was right. | 
Mr. BUTLER. 


thie subject. 


} 


} 


The argument of the || 


I wish to make a remark upon || 
This is not a question which has || 


The question recurred upon striking out that 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, B ‘r, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Dowus, Houston, 
Huster, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt 
_— os Smith, Spruance, Turney, Wales, and 

tulee—24. 


NAY3—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 

Dodge of Wis- 
eonsin, Dodge of Towa, Felch, Frémont, Greene, Hale, 
Hawt, Jones, Norris, Seward, Soulé, Sturgeon, Under- 
wood, Walker, Whitcomb, and Winthrop—24. 

The Secretary not having heard the name of 

Mr. Greene, the amendment was announced to 
have been agreed to—yeas 24, nays 23. 
_ Mr. COOVER, I moved to amend the bill by 
inserting after the word ‘ States,” in line 137, 
‘* and also in the article of fuel for the navy and 
naval stations.’’ 


I will merely state that, under the present sys- | 


tem, the United States have frequently bought fuel 
that it has been impossible to use at all. I will 





j 
| 


State an instance of the manner in which the Gov- | 


ernment have been imposed upon in that respect. | 
| During the Florida war they purchased coal to be | 
| used at some of the stations, and, in fact, used the 


same coal on the steamers of transportation. Be- 
fore they got out of the Delaware river they were 


obliged to throw the whole overboard, and return | 
Under the | 
| present system it is impossible to purchase the coal 
and wood without getting the worst article in the | 
market, and very often at higher prices than it | 


and take on board another supply. 


would be necessary to pay for good articles. The 
Secretary of the Navy should have power to pur- 
chase in such a manner as will secure to the ser- 
vice a good article, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | rise to a question 


ne || of privilege--that a Senator voted upon the question 
other punishment than flogging, they had not, in | 


which was just announced, but his name was not 
putdown. I move that the Journal be corrected. 


I find that the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. | 
Greene] voted, but that his name is not recorded. | 


been brought to the view of the Senate; but I sup- || | hope it will be corrected, as the vote was ac- 
pose it is likely to pass, under the morality which || tually given. 


prevails in senate chambers and popular meetings, | 


| 
and that these popular notions of morality are | 


likely to control the more hardy policy which has | 
heretofore subserved the great interests of the | 
country, so far as regards the navy. The sailors 
themselves, independent of the officers, have an 


part of the sailors would, I dare say, if the ques- 


' 

| 

interest in their own government; and the better | 
| 

' 


tion was submitted to their vote to-morrow, declare 


in favor of this species of punishment in preference | 


to any other. 


It is most for the security of the | 


| 


better part of the sailors againat the worst part, || 
and it is the policy of the best sailors that this | 


punishment should be allowed. How are they to || 


What || 
Would you resert to | 


be governed if this should be abolished? 
substitute would you have? 


| 


cold water and starvation to reduce the sailor, at || 


the very time when he would be called upon to 


exert all his energies, and weaken him down? Or || 
would you resort to the cold bath and all those || 
offensive notions as a substitute for the old-fash- || 
ioned summary mode of disposing of an Individual || 
who has committed a fault and incurred the pen- || 


alty? 
reconcilad to it. 


Flogging is no disgrace to them; they are || 
I would be very sorry to see this || 


experiment made, instead of our former hardy | 


discipline in our navy. 
*t Qustion!’’ “ Question !”’ ** Question !”’ 
Mr. YULEE... Mr. President 





i 
i 


Several Senators. ‘*Too late.’’ 
Mr. CLARKE. I hope it will be corrected 


now, if itis in order ' 


Mr GREENE. The Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire is right. I voted, but my name, | suppose, 
was not heurd by'the Secretary. 1 may have an- 
swered upon the second call. My name was heard 
by the Reporter. i 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would inquire whether it 
is in order for the Senator from New Hampshire— 
the Senator from Rhode Island being present—to 
make a motion to amend the Journal in behalf of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have that ques- 
tion decided. 

Mr. ATCHISON. So should I. I think it is 
an unwarrantable interference with another man’s 
business. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. And I think it is an unwarrant- 
able interference with another man’s business for 
the Senator from Missouri to call me to order for 
it. (Laughter.) But I think it is every man’s 
business to see that the Journal is right. 

Mr. TURNEY. 1 ask, Mr. President, if this 
is notall out of order, while we are progressing 
with a question about the fuel for the navy, in an- 
other part of the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President — 


‘Mr. HALE. I think | have the floor. I sat 


Mr. HALE (in his seat.) | will makea speech || down, being called to order. 


if you do. 
Mr. YULEE. [I think it proper to state, upon 
the question of fact, which the Senator from New 


Mr. DAYTON. It was upon that point of order 
that | was about to speak. If this vote is incor- 
rectly announced, we ought to correct it; and if 


York has raised, that the perusal of this report | there is no other mode to reach it, | voted with the 
will show that he is mistaken; that the use of cold | affirmative, and will move to reconsider the vote. 
water, solitary confinement, and the use of thecat, || 
are the three alternatives. The warden reports | suggest that the question will necessarily arise 


that eolitary confinement and cold water by means 
of the shower bath have both produced insanity; 
and that the use of: stripes is indispensable to 
rison discipline, and is more humane... 
Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered. 








i 


i 
| 


! 
| 


Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me to 


upon it again, as it stands, when the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate? The yeas and nays can be 
called then. 

Mr. HALE. That will not do. 

Mr. DAYTON resumed. I will merel 


gest—ido not know how it may be with Sen. 


Sen- 


| 
| 





|) no?’ Itis possible, as the name of * Gwin” 
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ator from Rhode Island—but in the same Situation, 
Leeesie ge my name to stand right upon . 
record, a not as voting one way in i 
and the other in the Siento. eae 
Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) The name is 
cnr at all. ie.” wn 
Mr. DAYTON. t it is the right of 
member of the Senate to have the fonda ate 
And this is not only a matter of right on the rt 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, but it js the 
business of all of us to see that the votes are Prop- 


i ATL 
-GREENE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT. It is unnecessary to argus 
the question. The proposition is made to correc, 
the record, so far as regards the vote of an individ. 
ual. Hesays he voted upon the question, byt 
his vote is not recorded. It is certainly in the 
power of the Senate to order the correction made 
provided the Senator voted when the call was made. 
If the allegation was, that he would have voted go, 
and the request was made to allow him to record 
his name, it could not be done after the announce. 
ment was made. I understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island to say that he did vote when hig 
name was called, and that he wishes his vote now 
to be recorded. The Chair does not think it is too 
late to do so. 

Mr.GREENE. Itisa matter of some personal 
interest, and I beg leave to state that I was not 
aware that my name was not recorded, until | wag 
informed that such was the fact by one of the Re. 
porters who sits in front of the Secretary. | did 


| vote upon the second calling of my name. | do 


not know that | should have taken the trouble to 
make the correction of it, relying upon the oppor. 
tunity | should have to vote when the bill should 
be before us in the Senate. But I simply state the 
fact, the Senator from New Hampshire having 
brought the matter before the Senate, that | voted 


sounds so much like my own, that that may have 
been the cause of the error. 

Mr. CLARKE, I ask that my colleague may 
be permitted to have his vote recorded. We all 
know the feeling that prevails in our section of the 
country. He voted opposite to his own senti- 
ments, under instructions; and it is important that 
his vote should be recorded. It will have an inju- 
rious operation if it is refused, besides the falsi- 
fication ef the record which will result from it. 
Under these circumstances I hope the Senate, with- 
out any objection upon any side of the Chamber, 
will allow the record to be corrected, not only for 
the sale of the purity of the record, but for the 
sake of my friend and colleague. 

The PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator 
is not recorded atall. 

Mr. BRIGHT. We have a rule that relates to 
errors of this kind. Upon the reading of the Jour- 
nal in the morning, the Senator.can rise in his 
place, and move te correct it. His vote does not 
change the result at all. 

Mr. HALE. In answer to that suggestion, I 


|. will say that it will be too late to-morrow morning, 


because the vote of the Senator from Rhode Island 
is conclusive upon the question. If recorded, it 
will make 24 yeas and 24 nays, and the amend- 
ment will be rejected. By the, mistake of the 
Clerk in recording the votes, it nd stands that 
the Senate voted to adopt the amendment, when, 
in fact, it voted no such thing. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to be understood. 
If the Senator from Rhode Island desires to have 
his vote recorded, | shall make no objection, and 
I presume other Senators will make none. But 
upon the application of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, or of any other Senator, it seems to 
me that the proposition shuld not be entertained. 
As he has expressed his desire to have it recorded, 
I presume there will be no objection. 

Mr. Greene’s name being again called by the 
Secretary, he voted. ‘‘no,”” remarking that he re- 
lied not only upon his own impression of the fact 
of his having voter, but upon the fact that he was 
distinctly heard. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that he 
has a right to have his vote recorded, inasmuch 8 
he voted at the time. 

Mr. PRATT. It is proper, it seems to me, 
that the vete should be taken over again. Other 
Senators are now here; and as the recording of 
the vote varies the result, as I learn it does, I ask 
that the yeas and nays will be again taken. 
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Mr. HALE. Let the result be announced. 

Mr. DAWSON. Before the Chair announces 
the decision, I wish to state what | understand to | 
be the law in a case of this kind. Whenever a | 
member votes in a parliamentary body, and his | 
yote is recorded wrongly, it can be corrected at 
wy time. If he responds when the yeas and nays | 


sre being called, and the officer recording them | 


joes not hear him, and if, after the yeas and nays | 
gre read over, he does not state the fact of his hav- | 
ing voted, he is not entitled to vote afterwards. 
Tne reading over of the yeas and nays is for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether the vote was | 
newly recorded, or recorded at all; and if the Sen- | 
sor allows that to take place without correction, 
he Senate has no power over it. 

The PRESIDENT. There isno question but | 
that, strictly speaking, after the decision is made, 


’ 


no Senator has a right, as a matter of right, to have || 


his vote recorded. It is only by the assent of the 
body that it can be done. The Chair understood 
that to be the ordinary course. 


Chair supposed he would be allowed to vote. Asa 
strict question of order, if the Senate refuse, the 
Senator cannot change the result after the decision 
is made. 


e 
Mr. MASON. I could not hear the remarks | 


which just fell from the Chair. Do I understand 
the Chair to allow the vote io be recorded, under- 
standing it to be the sense of the Senate, and that 
itcannot be done unless the consent of the Senate 
shall be given? 

The PRESIDENT. Strictly speaking, the 
Chair thinks—and it is a new case, one which has 
never before occurred to his knowledge—that the 
Senator not having his vote recorded, as the 
names are read over for the purpose of giving any 
Senator an opportunity to correct any error which 
may be committed by the Secretary, and any omis- 
sion when a name is offiitted, it is not in order, af- 
ter the decision has been announced according to 
the record furnished by the Secretary, for any 


Senator to have his vote recorded except by vote | 


of the Senate. 
assent is given. 
Mr. MASON. There is no member upon this 
floor to whom [ would more cheerfully extend 
every courtesy and every privilege than to the 
Senator from Rhode Island. But in this instance 
I must object to it, because, if the vote as recorded 
is to be altered, I desire that the vote shall be ta- 
ken over again, that all may vote again. Unless 


It is understood by the Chair that 


that be done, I must object to his vote being re- || 


corded. 

Mr. GREENE. I am not aware, sir, that I 
have asked any personal courtesy of the Senate in 
regard to this matter. So much has been said with 
regard to it, that | beg leave to repeat a little more 
fully the substance of what I said before. I took 
no interest in the matter, except that, in conversa- 
tion with the Senator from New Hampshire, | 
spoke of having voted with him upon this question. 
My attention was called by the Reporter, who now 
sits in front of the Secretary, to the fact that my 
name was recorded upon his list as having voted 
“no,” and that it had not been called by the Sec- 
retary in reading over the yeas and nays. I took 
no further interest in the thing, supposing that, as 
the decision had been announced by the Chair, it 
was conclusive upon the subject. The Senator 
from New Hampshire, however, made the motion 
which was addressed to the Chair upon the sub- 
ject; and all I did in relation to it was simply to 
state the fact as I understood it. I knew that lin. 
tended to vote “no,” and my impression was very 
strong that | did vote “*no,’’ and | think now that 
1 80 voted. 


Mr. HUNTER. To putan end to this, I move 


& reconsideration. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


vote, 


The PRESIDENT. He hasa right to have his 
Vote recorded, with the assent of the Senate. The 
Chair stated that it was a novel case. After the 
decision is announced by the Chair, he thinks it is 


not in the 


before the decision is announced. 


mous consent. 


Mr. CLARKE inquired if it required unani- 
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| the Journal. i 


But inasmuch as | 
the Senator declared in this case that he had voted, | 
and that the Secretary had flot recorded it, the || 


I understand that the 
Chair has decided that the gentleman has a right to 


wer of any Senator to have his vote | Mr. Coorer, in elation to the article of fuel for 
recorded without the cunsent of the body. The | the navy, as siated above. 
Dames are read over for the purpose of correction 


2061 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 move that the gentle- || 
| man’s vote, us a matier of right, be entered upon 





Mr. COOPER. [am informed hedoes not. It 
is done on proposals to the lowest bidders. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not precisely understand 
the Senator. Does he mean to do what he pro- 
poses under the contract system? 

Mr. COOPER. No,sir. Ik is only with refer- 
ence to the particular article of fuel thay | propose 
to abolish the contract system. For example: 
they buy coal at Richmond, Cumberland, or Phil- 
adelphia, and because a bad article, at three cents 
lower, which they cannot use, is given to them, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. President | the people do not understand it. lam told that at 
| Mr. YULEK. 1 rise to a quesuon of order. || Pensacola there are hundreds of tons thrown over- 
| There was a bill pending, which is the subject-mat- || board. During the late war with Mexico, they 

‘The point of order | make 1s, that || purchased coal at Philadelphia with the system 
as a motion was pending upon the bill, asubsequent | then in practice, and the conaequence was they 
| motion cannot be considered unul that previous || could not use it at all, and some ships were obliged 
| mouon is disposed of. || te throw it overboard into the Delaware. 

Mr. HALE. This is a privileged question. Mr. HUNTER. This same principle would 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘hiss a privileged ques- | apply to the contract system in relation to all other 
| tion necessarily, because otherwise it couid not be || articles, where, under the system, bad articles are 
considered unui after the bill is disposed of, when || sometimes bought. The principle goea to the de- 
it would be too late. Now, if the Chair would || struction of the whole contract system, and | hope 
submit the motion which | made, it would decide || it will not be adopted. 

|| the point at once. || ‘The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will! perceive || CALIFORNIA DRY DOCK. 
that the Chair cannot entertain a proposition of || Mr, BALDWIN. | move to strike out, in the 
|| that Kind, because it requiies unanimous consent || clause which authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 


_to record the vote. || to contract for the construction of a dry dock on 
| Mc. UNDERWOOD. I will remark that under || the coast of California; the words, * and directed.” 


'| the Consutuuon we are required to keep a journal || The clause now reads: “ For commencing the con- 
|| of our proceedings. Under the Constitution every || «struction of a floating dry dock on the coast of 
| member has a right to have his name recorded cor- || «California, $100,000; and the Secretary of the 
rectly. ‘Fhe object of the Journal is to state the || * Navy is authorized and directed,” &c. | further 
| 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive | 
| that motion, as it is contrary to his decision. The 
| Senator can appeal, if he wishes to test the correct. || 
_ bess of that decision. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I then appeal from the 
| decision of the Chair. Is it in order for me wo pro- 
| ceed to make @ remark upon this appeal ? 
The PRESIDENT. Cerwiniy. 





| ter before us. 


| 
| 
| 


truth, and to publish to the country a true account || propose to strike out the words naming the indi- 
and history of what isdone here. Now we are || viduals with whom the contract is to be made; so 
evading the truth. We are not putting the yeas and | that, if my amendments are adopted, the clause 
! nays upon the Journal as they were voted. Can | will read: ** And the Secretary of the Navy is au- 
it be that there is no mode by which this error can || thorized to enter into a contract for the construe- 


be corrected, except by unanimous consent? tion, with all reasonable dispatch,’’ &c.; omitting 
The PRESIDENT. 


the words, ** and directed,”’ and also the names of 
moment? the individuals with whom it is proposed to make 


; the contract. As the bill now stands, it places the 
Kenweky, which is the motion of the Senator | Government in the power of these individuals to 


from Virginia to reconsider the vote. That is the | demand whatever price they chonse, since there is 


| & positive direction to the Secretary of the Navy 
| to make the contract with these individuals. 


Will the Senater yield a 
The Chair has been reminded that a 


| 
| 
| 


motion was made pridr to that of the Senator from 


| 

| first question in order. 

| Several Senators. Let us reconsider the vote. 
Mr. UNDEK WOOD. | am willing to econ- || The question was taken on the motion to strike 

| omize time. | consider it as a matter of right that | out the words “and directed ;” and they were 

| vur Journal should be truthful, and a momentary || stricken out. 

| inattention on the part of a Senator, when the || The question then being taken on the motion to 

| yeas and nays are read over and his name is omit- || strike out the names of the contractors, they were 

ted, ought not to preclude that correct statément || also stricken out. 


| 
| upon the Journal which the Constitution requires. Mr. BALDWIN. I now move further to amend 
} 





The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will state ugain || the bill by erasing the words ‘it shall be the duty 
| that, with every disposition on his part tohavethe = of.” The clause now reads: “ And it shall be 
Journal correct, it is made up from what is fur- | the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to enter into 
nished by the Secretary; it is read over, and no | an agreement with said contractors, if they wall 
keep the works in repair,’’&c. 1 propose to strike 
out the words ‘it shall be the duty of,” and to 
insert after the word ** Navy” the words “shall 
also be authorized;” so that the clause will read, 
when amended : ** And the Secretary of the Navy 
shall also be authorized to enter into an agree- 
ment,’’ &c. P 

Then | propose to add at the end of the section 
these words: ** On such terms and conditions as 
he shall deem reasonable.”” This amendment is in 
that part of the section which authorizes the con- 
tractors to use the dry dock for other purposes. 
As the sectien now stands, it directs the Secretary 
of the Navy to enter into a contract with a view 
of permitting them to use the dock on condition 
that they will keep itin repair, Ifamended in the 
manner proposed, it will read : ** And the Seere- 
tary of the Navy shall also be authorized to enter 
into an agreement with these parties on such terms 
and conditions as he shall deem reasonable,” 

The PRESIDENT. The amendments cannot 
be taken together. The Chair will state the ques- 
tion on the first. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the effect of the 
amendments is only to make the latter part of the 
section conform to the other portions. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Tha: is the effect of the 
amendments. 

Mr. GWIN. I was not in the Senate, Mr, 
President, when the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut were made, and | wish 
to move to reconsider them. I look upon them as 
the destruction of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. it is not in order now. 
The Senaior can attain his object when the bill is 
‘hreported to the Senate. 


objection is made to its correctness; the decision 
| is announced; other business goes on; and, after 
|| other business has progressed, a Senator rises, and 
| says the Journal is not correct. It is too late, 
| therefore, to amend an error of this sort without 
the unanimous consent of the Senate. Supposing 
there was no objection, the Chair had directed the || 
correction to be made; but objection being made, 
of course the record stands as it was at first. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the quesuon is re- 
considered, | will make no further remarks. 

Mr. MASON. | do nut understand that the 
Senator from Khode Island has preferred a request 
to have the Journal corrected. In that case 1 do 
not know how it can be entertained. 

The question being taken on reconsidering the 
vote, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNJER called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

The question being again taken on the amend- 
| ment, it was rejected—yeas 24, nays 26; as tollow: 
| YEAS—Messers. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, 





Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dayton, Downs, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, 
Rusk, Scbasuian, Simih, Spruance, Turney, Wales, aud 
Yulee —24. 

NAYs—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bright, Cass, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis of Massachw rtir, vickinson, Dodge | 
ot Wisconsin, Dudge of luwa, Ewing, Feici, Frémont, 
Greene, © win, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward, 
Shicids, Sturgeon, Under woud, Waiker, and Wiuithrop-—26. 


| The question pending was the amendment of 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 ask the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania if the Secretary of the Navy does not — 
HOW pOssese ine Power to purchase such fuel as 
may be best? 
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oer ne ee 
— 


A Sewaron. 





I think it is the duty of the Sena- 


ments are being offered. 
Toe PRESIDENT. That is their own affair. 
Mr. HAMLIN, 


tors from California to be present when amend- 


If it were at all necessary I 


tor asks; but the case stands now precisely what 
it wae before, Uf we direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to do # certa:n thing, that direction contains | 
the power to do it just as clearly as if you were to 


would vote for the reconsideration which the Sena- | 
} 
| 





| he done while we are required to conform to the provisions || feel inclined to bestow 
| + the act of the 3d of March, 1843. 


direct him to do so and 80, or in @ particular man- | 


ner. 


is enough. further direction seems | 


To give an 


to me very much like the boy that was drawing | 
the piciare of a horse, and, fearing the likeness || 


would pet -be recognized, wrote under it ‘ thia is 
a horae.’’ 


You anthorize him to do the thing, and that | 


Mr. GWIN. I have another objection to the | 


amendments. It is now left discretiooary with the | 


Secretary of the Navy to make the contract, and | 


we know that he has expressed an opinion against 
the measure 


with the reading of the leuer was the occasion of || 
|| Senators not voting in favor of the proposition. 


Mr. CASS. I do notthink it isleft discretionary || 


with him. 
required that the contract should be made with 


The part that has been stricken out || 
delay the bill, 


particular parties. To strike out that part does not || 


defeat the measure. The contract is still required | 
to be made, only we do not designate the parties | 


with whaw it shall be made. We hold the depart- || 


ment atill responsible for the execution of the law. | 
That is the only true mode. There is no respon- | 


| 
sibility among contracting men; there can be none. || 
| 


Tue question being taken separately on the 
amendments offered by Mr. Batpwin as stated 
above, they were adopted. 

Mr. BALDWIN then offered a further verbal 
amendment to strike out the word * said,”’ as ap- 
plied to the persons named with whom the con- 
tract was to have been made, their names having 
been stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANGUM offered the following amend- 
ment, stating that upon fall deliberation it had met 
the approbation of the Committee on Naval A fluire: 

«That the same amount of salary as is provided for to 
Willian J. McAlphine and William P. Sanger be paid to 
Jumes Herring for service in the navy yard a Peneacola, | 
during the thine he has been employed at said yard.” 





Mr. YULEE. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
have unanimously approved of that amendment. | 
Mr. MANGUM. Without detaining the Sen- | 
ate with relating the circumstances, | will simply | 
state, that upon a careful examination of it, | con- | 
sider it aa an eminently just proposition. 
Mr. HUNTER. Is this for arrears, or for an | 
norease of salary for service yet to be performed ? 
Mr. YULEE. It is to place this individual | 
upon the same footing with three other officers for | 
whom the same provision has been made. In the | 
House this officer was overlooked, but he is enti- | 
tled to the same salary as the rest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS moved to amend the bill in the 
1/8:h line, after the word * made,” by inserting, 
‘and on nomination of the delegation in Congress 
of the State, or a majority of them.” 


pointment of midshipmen on a similar footing 
with that of cadets, 


| 


j 
| 
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Jt sometimes happens that intoeyrtion is received of 
unexpected wants on foreign stations, arisifg from condem- 
nations which it is impossible for the bureau to anticipate, 
but which itis necessary w promptly inmeet. This cannot 


proper competition will be secured as effectually by giving 
tive days’ ‘notice as by giving thirty. Besides, another ad- 


vantage will be obtained by reducing the term 40 five days— | 


the several depOts than the service would otherwise require, 
as is now sometimes the case. 
* Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





It is believed that all | 


|. Mr. HONTER. This is manifest 


Sept. 28, 


upon that subject; yet, while I do not 
dervalue this invention at all, in my 
is greatly inferior to many others, 


Mean to un. 
estimation it 
and | do 

this sum of money fo, it 
claim. I hope we may be allowed to pea oat 
the bill, Py : 


it was not agreed to. 


that of prectuding the necessity of keeping larger supplies at | The question being taken upon the amendment, 
| 


* W. SINCLAIR. 
“To Hon. Wa. Battarp Preston, q 
** Secretary of the Navy.” 
Before the reading of the letter was concluded, 
Mr. HUNTER puggested to dispense with the 
further reading of it, and to have the question ta- 


'| ken. 
The question being taken vive voce, and appear- || 


ing to be earried in the negative, 


Mr. YULEE said he presumed the dispensing | 


Mr. HUNTER. I haveageneral objection to 
all amendments, but I had rather pass this than 


We have already consumed too 
much time. 


The question being again put, no quorum voted. || 
Mr. YULEE then stated the effect of the amend- | 


ment, and concluded the reading of the letter as 
given above. 


The question being again taken, twenty-two | 


voted in the affirmative. So the amendment was 


adopted, 
Mr. YULEE. I have only ove more amend- 
ment. It involves no appropriation, but only en- | 


ables the Secretary of War to arbitrate the ques- 


tion pending between the department and the | 


salvors of United States vessels. 1 move the fol- 
lowing as an additional section: . 


“ Be it further enacted, /That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he is bereby, authorized, if he deem‘ it advisable, 


to subipufthe demands of the claimants for salvage on the | 


United States vessel * Water-Witeh’ to the arbitration of 
the judge of the United’ States district court in the southern 
district of Florida.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed to offer the fol- 


|| lowing amendment, to be inserted after line 262: 


* For compensating P,ofessor James P. Espy for the use 
of his ventilator, $10,000; Provided, That the same shal 
be in full for the use of such ventilator in the navy at all 
times hereafter.”’ 

This is but an act of very tardy justice to be 
rendered to this gentleman. 


of $10,000 to him, but has never passed the House 
in a separate measure. Now, sir, the value of that 


ventilator is fixed, first, by a report made by the |) 


Committee on Naval Affairs in the House in 1846, 
in which there are several statements which | will 
beg leave to extract from in one or two instances. 
The first is from Mr. Upshar, as follows: 


‘©The value of such an invention, not only in preserving 
from decay, but in preserving also the health and lives of 
their crews, cannot be measured in money. [ agree with 


| Captain Kennon, that the right to use it in our navy would 
| be cheaply purchased at the price which you charge for it.” 


, | 
The amendment was intended to place the ap- || of a vessel (Captain Ramsey) on which there was 
| a crew of two hundred men: 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. That is precisely the | 


amendment | was going to offer myself. 
Stave has been so badly 
appointment of midshipmen, that our attention | 
has been specially cal 


The amendment was d to. 


Mr. YULGE offered the following amendment, | them have been made, and it is now being adopted 


to come in after the word * supplies,”’ in the 27th 
line: 

“ Provided, That eo mach of the act making appropria- 
tion fur the naval service for the half calendar year begin- 
ning the ist of January and ending the 30th June, 1843, and 
for wie fiecal year beginning the Lst of July and ending the 
30ch of Juav, 1844, approved the 3d of March, 1843, as re- 
quirés the Seerevary of the Navy to advertise onee a week 
for at least four weeks, for praposals for the transportation 
of supplies for the use of the navy, be, and the same is 
hereby, repeated; and that hereafter such advertisements 
shall be for u period of not less than five days.” 


In explanation of the amendment, Mr. Y. read 
the following Jetter: 
** Bureau Provisions ANP 


J 
“Sin: The carrying out of the act of the 38 


CLorutne 


16, 1850. 


tions, ia attended with so many inconveniences and delays, 


that { woald cespeetfully suggest the propriety Of asking 
Congress to reduce the time now required to five days. 


Our | 
cheated in relation to the | 


to this matter. | 





of March, | 
1843, which requires four weeks’ notice to be given for ves. | 
sels to transport supplies to our squadrons on foreign sta- 
| 


i! has been, I know, very considerable improvement 


} 











Here is also another statement from the captain 


‘<The Vandalia, on board of which the ventilator was 
in general use during the period of mycommand, cruised 


along the African shores through the entire ‘ sickly season,’ | 


with the loss of but one of two hundred souls comprising 
her crew, which may be attributed to the purity of the at- 
mosphere below, on which the ventilator, from its. astonish- 
ing draught, must have exerted a strong influence.’’ 


This has proved so beneficial that sixteen of 


in general use in the navy. This gentleman has 
received no compensation whatever for his inven- 


tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I do aot think 
that all the venulators that were ever thought of in 
the mind of any man were ever worth $10,000 to 
begin with; and | will state to the Senate that, 
about two years ago, the Committee on Commerce 
had, not this particular ventilator under consider- 
ation, but the subject of ventilating ships, in order 
that theitmosphere might be improved, and thus 
save thé health of the vessel. The committee re- 
ported to the Senate a law, now in force, with re- 
gard to passengers on ships; and I may say that 
this was considered by no means the best ventila- 
tor—by no means among the best or the most effi- 
cient of those that are at present in use. There 


A bill has passed the | 
| Senate two or three times authorizing the payment | 


Mr. COOPER. | offer the following amendment, 


“ For the parchase of the right to make and use, fi, all 
such purposes as may be deemed r bythe Governmen 
of the United States, the patent -paumip and engine af 
5. P. Case,a sum not exceeding $25,000.” 5 
| Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest if it woyig 
| not be better to leave it to the discretion of the 
| Navy Department to say what pumps they will 
|| use. 
|| The question being taken upon the ameridment, 
| it was rejected. 
| Mr. IELDS. I wish to make an amend. 

ment in relation to hemp. This changes the lay 
| and I want to stfike out that portion which 
|| changes the law as it now stands. I move to 

strike out all from the word * hemp,” in the 334 
line, to the word “ years,”’ in the 37th line, leay. 
ing it as the law now stands—to let out the hemp 
|, contract to the lowest bidder. 
|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 hope this amendment 
| will not prevail; the hemp-growers in Kentucky 
| want an open market. They want the hemp 
1 agent to go into open market, and give every 
| farmer an opportunity to bring his hemp into mer. 
ket. We have found by past experience that the 
contractor generally manages it in his own way; 
'| so that the little farmer, the man of 2,000 or 3,000 
lbs., ia excluded, and it amounts to a sort of mo- 
| nopoly. I have not time to make a speech now; 
if | had, 1 would show that the consequence of 
this amendment would bg to act against the inter- 
| ests of the little farmers tom great extent. 
| Mr. SHIELDS. I will say but one word. The 
| gentleman is mistaken altogether. J am in favor 
| Of that interest as much as he is, as I suppose are 
| the States of Kentucky, Mlinois, Missouri, end 
| several other weatern States. The object is pre- 
_ cisely to accomplish what the gentleman wishes— 
_ to leave it to the lowest bidder and prevent com- 
| petition from foreigners. I want the American 
| growers to have an advantage over the foreign 
| grower. 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope that the bill will be 
left as it is. I donot see why we should introduce 
the protective principle and extend it to this bill. 
_ The question being taken upon the amendment, 
| it was not adopted. 
| Mr. YULEE. Here is an amendment making 








an appropriation for the removal of the wreck of 
the steamship Missouri in the bay of Gibraltar, 
which was put in my hands by a member who is 
| necessarily absent. I offer it now because the 
| Secretary of the Navy suggested the propriety of 
| it, and it comes from ithe Naval Committee, with 
the sanction of the Navy Department. 
[The amendment could not be obtained by the 
Reporter. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I think the character of that 
amendment is somewhat similar to that of a pri- 
|, vate claim. There is a mighty close affinity be- 
tween the navy and the commerce of this country. 
| The Committee on Commerce have reported a vast 
_namber of bills, of a variety of kinds, of claims 
against the Government for services in commercial 


matters. I suppose it will be in order to add all 
of these claims to this amendment as an amend- 





| ment to an amendment. : 

Mr. YULEE. This is not a private matter. 
| The steamer Missouri was burned while at anchor 
in the harbor of Gibraliar, and her hulk and ma- 
_chinery occupy the best anchorage in the harbor. 
| The British Government very properly complains 

of it; for it is our duty to remove it, oll 

80 we nave the engine, which is of 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
one now. . 

Mr. YULEE, The provision of the bill di- 
rects the Secretary of the Navy to use a part of 
the naval force for the Now, this is en- 
tirely useless; for the work is to be done by per- 
sons who understand diving, and by machinery 
which is owned It can only Be re- 


will be edopted. : 


le in doing 
one value. 
t is not worth 
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Se 


“i. HAMLIN. If'itistobedoneby tae navy, | 
jem balf inclined to believe what the Senator has | 


wid, that it will Not be done at all. However, | i 


yn tc useless to adopt an amendment so much in 
je nature of @ private claim or private contract. 
j will not make the amendment which I suggested, 
cause | believe we should not put amendments 
of this kind on the bill, akg 

Tne question being taken, by a division, the 
spendment was rejected—ayes 16, noes 17. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message Was received from the House, an- 
nouncing that they had agreed to certain amend- | 
nents made by the Senate to the Indian appropria- | 
jon bill, had agreed to others with amendments, 
sod had disagreed tn others. 

Ine following are the Senate amendments dis- 
reed to by the House: 


« Tue amendment which struck out in the following item 
he sun Of $2,000, aud inserted in lieu thereof the sum of 
1,00: * For building at agencies, arid repairs thereof, [at 
St. Louis.) $2,000.’ ” . ' : | 

The amendment which inserted the following items: 

«Por the erection and repairs of buildings for the Choc- 
tw Indian agency, five thousand dollars. 

«for ihe erecuon Of butdings fur the Creek Indian 1] 
aeacy, four thous..od five tundred dollars. 1 

« Por the erection of buildimgs for the Cherokee Indian 
agency, (10 be located according to treaty stipulations,) four 
ibousand@ive hundred dollars. 

« Por the erection of an agency-house for the use of the | 
sub-agentior the Osage tribe of Indians, eight hundred dol- | 
mt For continuing the collection, and for publishing the 1] 
galisties aud other information, authorized by the act of || 
third Mareb, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, ten thou- || 
sand dollars; Provided, ‘That such publication be made | 
wer the direetion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, || 
aud the number of copies not to exceed twelve hundred. | 

“Por he payment to Jeremiah N. Sewell, underthe di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Lnterior, out of any money in | 


the Treasury not Otherwise appropriated, on dwe and satis- || 
faewry proof being furnishes that the claims of Peter Pro- |) 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 





|| Winnebagoes ‘per capita,’ as nuw required by law, 312,000.”"} 
| by the addition of the words in brackets : ' 


| ence, and improperly charged to the treaty fund, aceording 


ee 
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titled under a previous treaty, according to the settlement | tion for the appointments for certain districts, I 


of the claim for the same made by the Second Auditor of 
the Treasury, pursuant to an opinion of the Attorucy Gen« 


have been answered that ihe appointments at large 


eral of the United States, dated July 7th, 1846, deducting || €Xcluded them, and the consequence has been that 
whatever amuunt may have been paid to said David ‘Tagior | we have not been represented im that branch of the 


under the above-mentioned treaty, and on account of bis l public service. The districts have been kept open 


life estate interest in said reservation. ! 
“Sec. —, and be it further enacted, That no payment to | 


any Indian residing in the State of North Carolina be made 
| until acensus be taken whieh shall exhibit those who re- |) 


mamed east at the time of the emigration, and who are en- 
tided to share in the per capita distribution under the treaty 
of 1836: Provided, That no further paymenrbe made to the 
Indians of North Carolina under the act of the 28th of June, | 
1848, until said census shall be returned to the departinent ; 
and that the sum of $52 33), set apart for any Indian who 
shall have died, or who may die, previous to his or her emi- | 
gration, shall be paid to the Cherokee nation: Provided, 
That the Secretaries of the Treasury and of the Interior be 
and are hereby authorized and directed to reserve an: cause | 
to be paid, out of the moneys to be paid through their re- 


Cherokees, a reasonable compensation for their services in | 
prosecuting the claims of said Cherokees against the United | 


| States,’’ 


The amendment which struck out of the following item | 
the words in brackets: 

* For the payment in full of a like sum, heretofore wrong- 
fully paid by the Secretary of War, out of the annuities of 
s id Indians, to the legal representatives of John MeFar- 
land, deceased, the sum of $12,000, [19 be paid to the said 


The following amendmen: of the Senate was amended 


For the additional amount for expenses paid for subsist- 


to the award of the Senate of the Sth day ef September, 
1850, under the provisions of the eleventh article of the 
treaty of 6tb day of August, 1546, $189,422 76; and that in- 
terest be paid on the same at the rate of five per cent. per 


| districts. 


and vacant on that account. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 

~ ** midshipmen ?’’ 
ir. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Cadets. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. That is a differ- 
ent thing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Well, it ap- 
plies to midshipmen also. These aprointments at 
large are made to the exclusion of congressional 
1 shall vote against it. | am quite 
willing to vote upon the question of increasing the 


Does the Senator 


ae ee r, provided there can be appoi 
spective departments, to the counsel of the Nortg Carolina || number, | ed there ca SpPOakenean:- <7 


there used to be, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I wish to reply 
briefly to the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. The proposition which I 
have submitted to the Senate, would, of course, 
if entertained by the Senate, look to the postponing 
of some appointments from some congressional 
districts, but oot to vacate any one of them, I 
was surprised at the answer that the Senator from 
Massachuse:\s said he had received on his appli- 
cation for cadets. A cadet appointed by the Pre- 
sident at large as it is termed, does not vacave any 
congressional district. He is appointed generally 
from those who have no residence, ani cannot 


| stand in bar of an appointment from any congres- 


annum, according to a resolution of the Senate of Sth of || 


> epiember, 1850: (Provided, That said money shall be paid 
by the United States and received by the Indians, on con- 


| dition that the same shall be in full discharge of the amount 
|| thusimproperly charged to said ‘treaty tund: Prowided, fur- 


ther, That in ne case shall any money hereby appropriated 
be paid to any agent of said Ludians, or to any other person 
Or persous than the [adian or Ladians to whom it is due per 


vencal, Moran, or Chemoquemont, Pen-a-see, Oz-he-me- || eapita.’*} 


ega, and Maconse, for the several suins due to them, as | 
showa by schedule B, annexed to the treaty with the Sagi- || 


nw band of Chippewa Indians, on the fourteeuth day of | 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, have been reg- 


wisely and legally transferred to him, twenty-two hundred | 


duliars. | 


Mr. HUNTER moved that the Senate insist 


on its amendments; which motion was agreed to. 
THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of || 


«Tv the Cherokee nation, including those Cherokees still || the naval appropriation bill, 


residing east Of the Mississippi river, to be distributed per | 
capita, according to the respective rights, and in full of all | 
cams uader the treaty of 1835, and he supplemental ar i- 
cies ot , 1836, according to the principles established 
and in pursuance of the stipulations embraced in the third | 
and ninth articles of the treaty of 6th of August, 1846, as | 
stated iv the report of the accounting officer of the Treasury, | 
wider joint resolution of Congress of 7th of August, 1848, the 
sum of $724 603 37. 

“Ty tie Ol Settlers,’ or * Western Cherokees,’ in full 
of ail demand~ under the provisious of the treaty of 6th of 
August, 1846, according to the principles established in the 
fourth article thereof, $532,896 90; and that interest be | 
alowed and paid upon the above sums due respectively to | 
the Cherokees and ‘Old Settlers,’ in pursuance of the above- | 








mentioned award of the Senate, under the reference con- | 
tained in the said eleventh article of the weaty of the 6th of | 


1} 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have an amend- 


| ment which | wish to offer after the 124:h line, as 


tullows: 
Provided, That ten appointments of midshipmen may 


| ung in the army. 


| be made by the President, without reference w residence 


| Or cO .gressional recommendation.”’ 
| I will state that, as at present provided, the 


| officers of the army not having residence have had 


| 


inavy. We havea provision of this kind for the 
army, allowing the President to appoint cadets al 
| large, as it is termed—boys without residence, and 

without influence—sons of officers who have spent 


August@lt46: Provided, That in no case shall any money |! ‘helr lives in the army and navy, and have had 


hereby appropriated he paid to any agent of said Indians, or 
w any other person or persons than the Indian or Indians to 
whom it is due. 


“To enable the President to hold treaties with the vari- | 


ous Indian tribes in the State of California, $10 ',000. 


$500, for services rendered by them in defence of two Sioux 
indians, indicted in the district court of the United States 
for lowa Territury, holden in the county of Dubuque oa the 
lith of August, 1845, for the murder of two white men, 

“To pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee to H. W. 
Jarnigan & Co., and others, the sun of $21,044. 

“Por the erection of buildings for the Chippewa sub- 
agency, @3.000. 

“ For the payment of the awards of General William B. 
Mitchell, commissioner under the treaty of Chicago, of the 
2th of September, 1833, with we Potawatomies, reported 
by him to the Secretary of War on the 22th of January, 1841, 


&s adjudicated and approved by the said Secretary in his | 


decision of the 3d of March, 1841, the sum of $28,589 32.” 
The amendment which added the following sections : 
“Sec.—, «ind be it further enacted, That the sum of 

$5,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, to be expended 

under the direction of the President of the United States, 
tu payment for % «© -*aes and expenses of such per- 

SOn Of persona ~ have » anguged by the provisional 

govern nte’ = aft in con, ‘ag communications to and 

ron the Unix, States, and <y purchase of presents for 
such of the Tweocn tribes as the peace and quietude of the 

country require, "2 
“Sec. —. Aad be it furter enarted, That the accounting 

officers of the Un‘ted States Treteury be, anc are hereby, 

directed to audit avd seu the accounts of the companies 

o! Texas Mounted Remzers, commanded hy Captains 

Hill, J. M. Smith, J. Roberts, J. 8, 8. Sutton, S$. P. Ross, H. 

E. McCulloch, J. W. Johnson, and C. Blackwell, who were 

retamed in or call. d into vervice by the Governor of said 

State, and out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

app opriated. ai 
“Sec. —. And be it further enacted, Triat the Secreta 

of the Treasury causeto be paid to David Taylor, as 

legal representative of his wife and children, the amount 
due to them under the Cherokee treaty of 1885-%6, for and 
on account of a reservation of land to which they were en- 


° 


1 
|| Mississippi in that amendment. 
\| 


“For payment to Lewis A. Thomas and ‘Thomas Rogers, || get an appointment in the navy for his son, 


to enter the service. 


| nO Opportunit 
| Mr.BUTLER. 1 concur with my friend from 


instance in which an officer found it impossible to 


hereditary right, presented his son to the Navy 
Department tor a midshipman’s warrant, and the 


citizen of South Carolina as to claim the privilege 
of presenting his son, though, in my opinion, the 
|| Secretary made a blunder there. Ido not know 
|| that the present Secretary would hold that the 


an equal right with others. 1 hold that would be 
ugjust. 


Mr. DAYTON. May i be permitted to ask 


|| men provided for by jaw ? 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 





B.F. | 





being the whole number that the President can 
make, the number of midshipmen to be appointed 
being wholly controiled by law. 
ber are recommended by members of Congress for 


the filling of places as-vacancies occur. This 
ives the President the power to recommend ten | 
imself. . 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. If I under- 


| very little opportunity to get their sons into the | 


1 will state an || 


Col, || 
Eugene, not having a claim upon his country by | 


late Secretary told him that he was not so fara || officer in the army or the navy has lost his resi- 


whether that is to extend the number of midship- 


It is not contem- | 
| plated to increase the number—ten appointments | New Jersey, perhaps, did not hear the case stated 


A certa'n num- | 


4 Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
|| same strictness, that men going into the army and | 
navy are to forfeit the right of giving their sons | 


sional disinet. Now | propose to give to the navy 
the advantage of the same system that is opera- 
| am sure the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has not undersiood the reply given to 
him, or he who gave the anawer was ignorant of 
the rules which govern the department. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetie. | meant to 
refer to midshipmen. 1 suppose | gaid ** cadet’’ 
by mistake. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the Senator 
meant to refer to midshipmen, he was mistaken, 
for the President has no such power atall, Ail 


midshipmen are now appointed by recommenda- 
uuon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. If the Senator 
will allow me, perhaps | can place myself right in 
regard tothat. There was, ata period of the Gov- 
ernment, some two years ago, so large a number 


| of midshipmen appointed, that the districts in my 


portion of the country were kept open, because 
they were filled up from other portions of the 
country. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
regulated. 


All that has been 
But there has been this Tact in the 


| system, that the son of an officer of the nuvy, who 
| one might naturally suppose would be the best 
| Qualified for appointment in the navy, is excluded 


from it, because his father has lost his citizenship, 

and his son must take a residence in some con- 

guepean district to get an appointment. Now, 
wish to remedy that by giving to the President 

ten appointments at large for the navy, as he has 

for the army. 

| Mr. DAYTON, I beg leave to ask whether any 
Official of this Government has ever held that an 


denée from the fact of his being in the army or 
navy, or that his son has lost his residence on that 
| account? 
That has been 
the construction placed upon the law. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, if we are to legisiate 

upon any such construction as that, we had better 

| legislate upon the construction iself; for it is op- 
posed to law, to common sense, and common feel- 
ing, that a naval officer or an army officer should 
thus lose his residence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator from 
by the Senator from South Carelina, which covered 
this very point. , 

Mr. 
in reference to which | would not legislate upon 
any special case. 
that no officer can lose his residence by being 
afloat, or at a military station, and hjs family can- 
not lose residence in that way. Now, in point of 


snd it aright, some district or other is to be va- || fact, } submit that it is in the knowledge of us all, 


cated for every one of these appointments. 


Now, | 


that the sons of these naval officers get into the ser- 


i prowent enn. that. | have found the applica-| vice in some way—Il do not know how—with 


tion of principle to my own part of the coun- 


| much more facility than any other class of our 


try repeatedly; and when 1 have made applica- || citizens. 


AYTON. This is one of those matters 


Every lawyer knows very well 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Not now. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


— — 


Mr. DAYTON, Thatis my knowledge. 
in my part of the country there is hardly a naval 
officer, within my knowledge, who has not a son, 
if he be of age, in the naval service. | am very 
much afraid that, if you enact that the President is 
to appoint ten midshipmen, you will create a jeal- 
ousy; for on what part of the country is the Presi- 
dent to quarter them ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. On none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Then you must increase the 
nonber of midshipmen. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Notso. Youdo 
hot quarter them upon any part of the country, nor 
do you mcrease their number. 1: seems to me to 


be avery simple proposnion. The midshipman | 


is appointed at large, and the fact that he ts ap- 
pointed to fill some vacancy will, of course, only 


| would 
And 


gether, unleas some Senator wished to reserve some 
one or more of them. 

Mr. DICKINSON said he 
should all be rejected. 

Mr. GWIN said that he wished to reserve 
all the amendments with regard to the docks in 
California. 

The question being then taken on the other 
amendments, they were concurted in on. a di- 
vision—ayes 32, noes not counted 

Mr. YULEE. As the amendment which has 


preferred that they 


been reserved involves so large an appropriation, | 
|| as we are to meet again so soon, and as | deem it | 
| a very important provision, | deem it my duty to | 

move again in the Senate to strike out the whole | 


that relates to the dock there, and ask the yeas and 


| nays upon it, 


be taken upon all the amendments to- ||. « 


Provided, That the principal assistant in Sanne. 
Beroeu of the War Depertmmetreheliceen eee 

oct approved Une Mid &T Hagens foun sae ee 
yd ppr =f of August, 1842, from aud after tie 


If there is any doubt about the amendment, 
explain it in é tee moments. In the oe 
Bureau it is necessary to have an aaSistant oh, 
must be one of the most accomplished and in. 
structed ordnance officer’, upon whom is devolved 
the chief responsibility of that bureau. Jf he be 
captain in the army, he is detailed to dischar : 
the duties; and as the interests of the service oh 
generally require that he should be a captain hig 
pay is about $600 a year. It is proposed, then to 
put this officer upon the same footing as to pay, so 
that it shall not be a sacrifice for him to enter the 
Ordnance Bureau. 


delay the appointment in some congressional dis- 
trict, bat not fill it. || question was taken upon this amendment, and it 

Mr. DAYTON. It is the same thing whether || was not agreed to—yeas 20, nays 26. 
they are quartered upon the district, or you delay || The amendments were then ordered to be en- | 
the appointment from the district by reason of the || grossed for a third reading of the bill, and the bill | 


The yeas and nays havirg been ordered, the | 





The question Leing taken upon this amendment 
it was agreed to. ; 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. In the provision 
to supply the deficiency occurring at the Miijty, 
Academy at West Point, the Senator from vi 


other appomtment. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
vent it, but only delay it, 


Mr WHITCOMB. It occurs to me that the 


Senator from Mississippi can obtain his object, | 
and obviate all objection, by framing his amend- | 


ment so as to change that mode of illiberal con- 


struction, and leave the sons of naval and military || 
officers to be considered as residents of the places | 


wwure their fathers actually reside when not per- 


You do not pre- || 


was read a third time, and passed. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for thé 
support of the army of the United States for the 


| yeur ending June 30, 1851. 

| 1 will state that the Commit- | 
tee on Finance have reported this bill without | 
/ amendments, 


Mr. HUNTER. 


gina has called my attention to the fact that there 
are only $600 appropriated, where the amount re. 
quired is $1,090 83. 1 therefore move to strike oy: 
$600 to detray the expenses of the board of yigi. 
ters at West Point, and to insert $1,090 83. 
_ The question being taken upon this amé@hdment, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Another amend. 
ment. I will state tothe Senator that last year, in 
the appropriation bill, after examination, and in ac- 


By doing so, we have ty no means | 
| intended, however, to dictate anything to the Sen- 
| ate in relation to it. We reported it without rec- 


‘ | ommending amendments, because we had .not || construction of the law, fixed for permanent 
ion, If the officers come on shore when off duty, || time to give that critical ‘examination to the bill | in the army. Buta "aMeredk LPasher te 
they may be in one place or in another; and ever) | which it properly required. 1 stand here ready to | been put upon it by the Auditor, who has decided 


if they go to one place all the time, theyare still || vote for any amendment which may be offered, || that it must be renewed this year. | have aiso put 
absent 80 much that they have lost all their inter- || | in an engineer. P 


| and which may commend itself to my judgment. 
est, and are unable to get congressional recom- || Mr, HALE moved an amendment in behalf of || ‘The amendment was read, and, the question 
being taken, it was agreed to. 


mendation, Now, | can very well understand that | Charlotte Lynch; which was not agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS, of 


cordance with the bill lying on the table, the Sen- 
ate’s provision was made to pay all additional ra. 
tions to officers of the army, as being within their 


forming “4 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. There are many 
cases that cannot be reached by any’ such provis- 





every naval officer who came from the State of | Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. ‘he Committee | 
New Jersey, should, when he was on shore, prefer || on Military Affairs have some amendments to of- 
to reaide there, and thus preserve his residence. || fer, Jt is not our fault that this bill has been re- 
Not so with the interior States. The cases are en- | 


, , || ported at the end of the session. The responsi- 
tirely diferent. The honorable Senator judges || bility rests upon others. Upon the Committee on 


from hie experience in his locality; we judge from || Miluary Affairs only rests the responsibility of | 
ours, and it is duectly the reverse. But, suppose || drafting appropriauons which the interests and | 
that an officer of the navy wee appointed from the wants of the service require. | 
District of Columbia, how is he to get his son into 


ississippi. I have a letter 
| from the Chief of the Bureau of Topographical 
|| Engineers, asking for an appropriation to pay a 
|| draughtsman, who has been employed in the let- 
|| tering and bordering and some of the minute 
typography ofa map. He estimates the labor of 
this draughtsman to be worth $5 a day. The 
whole amount asked for is $1,040, which he says 


the navy? Or suppose a citizen of the District of 
, Columba desires to enter the navy, how is he to 


enter it? Formerly, | know, they were sent out to | 
be quartered upon some congressional district, and | 


to remain there a short time, and then be appointed 
from it. But lL understand that the construction of 
the law is now very rigid, and it is altogether im- 
possible for any such thing to be done under the 
conswuction that is now made. My proposition 
is to remedy a great defect. If Senators wish to in- 
crease the number of midshipmen, they can make 
that proposition, | believe the number of mid- 


shipmen is now very well balanced for the size of |) ket, and take up a shovel or a pick and earn $7 
But if some congressional district were || 


to be delayed one or two years, the evil would be || 


the navy. 


jess than the one which | wish to remedy. 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it wae not adopted, 

Mr. HALE. 


tion by way of amendment. itis to prevent the 


appointment of any more captains in the navy, | 


anul the present number shall be reduced to fifty. 
[The amendment could not be obtained by the 
Reporter. } 


two out of the sixty-eight are waiting orders— 
some of them having been waiting twenty, and 
some of them thirty years. 1 find more than one 
waiting orders for thirty years; some of them 
twenty; some eighteen, and go along down. Forty- 
two out of sixty-eight waiting orders ata salary o 
$2,500 a year! Now, my amendment proposes to 
keep Sfty, twice the namber now employed, lack- 
ing two—twenty-six being im the service. I do 
not propose to turn anybody out of the navy, but 
simply not t@ appoint any more until the number 
is reduced to fifty. 

Tne question being taken on the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. , 

The PRESIDENT stated that the question 








I wish to offer an additional sec- || 





The first amendment was to increase the pay of 
officers in Oregon. 
Mr D. said: I 
various statements, both from officers command- 
ing in Oregon and other persons fully informed. 
They say that the price of rent, tie price of bread, 


and the price of every species of supplies, is so | 
| extravagantly high, that no officer can live upon 

| his pay. 
| men also are tempted, by the great demand for la- 
| bor and the bigh rates thatare offered for it, to 
| such a degree that a man who is serving at $7 a 


it is the same case in California. ‘The 


month may desert his post, throw down his mus- 


aday. The consequence is, that in order to pur- 
sue deserters and biing them back, or to send out 
new troops to take their place, it costs the Govern- 
ment much more than it would to give a liberal 
compensation, such as would retain them in the 
service. The model have adopted is, for com- 


missioned officers, to give the same eXtra pay to | 


all the officers, no matter what may be their grade 


|| —the increased expenditure bearimg about equally | 
| upon all, Officers of an_inferior rank would not 
| be benefited as the exigencies of the case require, if 


Now, one remark in regard to that. We have || they received extra pay in proportion to their pay | 
now sixty-eight captains in the navy, and forty: | 


as established by law. I have, therefore, thought 


that this method of increase would be more equit- 


able than any other. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


increase of pay has received the sanction of the de- 
partment? 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Oh, yes; cer- | 


tainly. 1 was only sparing the Senate. If it ‘s 
desirable, 1 will commence reading. I have got 
the estimate of the Postmaster General, the Secre- 
tary of War, and of almost everybody else that 
the Senate would like to hear from. ([Laughter.] 

The question being taken upon this neeanna, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The next amend- 
ment is, to insert in the 119th line, after the word 
‘*already,”’ the following: 


have received memorials and | 








1 would ask the chairman of | 
the Committee on Military Affairs whether this | 


is for service in the months of October, November, 
December, January, February, March, April, and 
May—219 aayg, amounting to $1,040. A Senator 
asks me if there was any authurity for employing 
him. None at all, 1 believe, other than the fact, 


| that his services were needed to complete a work 


which Congress had imposed upon the bureau. [ 
will read an extract: 
Extract from page 5 of Report of the Oolonel o the" Corps o 
Topoxraphicet Patten to Oongten as v 
* NOVEMBER 2), 1849, 
« One officer (Brevet Colonel J. McClellan) is engaged in 
compiling from the best authorities, under a resotuuon of 
the Senate, a map of thécountry between the Mississippi 
and the Pacific, embracing all our territory on that sea. 
This map is in a great state of forwardness, but is yet de- 
tained in order to take advantage of the new information 
which is daily received. It was found necessary that he showld 
have an assistant draughtsman; but the bureau, having uo offi- 
cer to spare, ard no aj ion out of wineh a draughts 
man could be paid, no petson c uld be assigned. Au able 
dranght=man, (Mr. J. W. Butler,) however, being uvem- 
ployed, bas agreed to lend his services to the work, se 
to such remuneration as Congress may, in its wisdom, 
upon a judgment of his services, think proper to allow.” 


| have other statements from various. parties 
upen the same subject, if the Senate is desirous of 
hearing them read. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move a recon- 
sideration of the resolution by which the Senate 
determined to take a fecess, in order that we may 
go on and complete this bill. 2 

The question being taken upon this motion, it 
was not agreed to, . 


* THE INDIAN BILL. 

A message was received from the House, stating 
that they insisted on their ey ge to the Sen- 
ate amendments made to the Indian appropriation 
bill, and had appointed Messrs. Tuompson of 
Mississippi, Jonwson of Arkansas, and WeLt- 
BORN, a committee of confer c 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate in- 
sisted on its amendments; and Messrs. Arena 
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